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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Soxrrcrrors Brut which Lord Atverstong has introduced 
in the House of Lords is the same as the Bill which failed to 
pass last year, but in the interval the necessity of legislative 
intervention has been emphasized by the decision of the Court 
of Appeal in Re A Solicitor (50 W. R. 196). It has become 
sufficiently evident that the Incorporated Law Society ought, as 
the registrar of solicitors, to have a discretion as to the renewal 
of certificates to solicitors who are undischarged bankrupts. At 
one time there seemed to be a prospect of such discretion being 
allowed under the existing statutes (Re A Solicitor, 47 W. R, 
575), but in.the recent case the Court of Appeal pronounced 
decisively against it. The present Bill proposes to give 
the required power by enacting that ‘‘if any solicitor apply- 
ing for the renewal of his certificate is at the time of such 
application an undischarged bankrupt, it shall be lawful for the 
Incorporated Law Society, as registrar of solicitors, to suspend 
the issue to him of the annual certificate required by law to be 
obtained by every practising solicitor.” From the registrar there 
will be an appeal to the Master of the Rolls, ‘‘ who may in hie dis- 
cretion either affirm the decision of the said registrar or may direct 
him to issue a certificate on such terms and conditions (if any) 
as the Master of the Rolls may think fit.” The third clause 
empowers the registrar of solicitors to inspect the file of bank- 
ruptey proceedings in any solicitor’s bankruptcy. 





A Bit has been introduced in the House of Commons by Mr. 
Lioyp Morean by which it is pro to enact that ‘from and 
after the commencement of this Act it shall not be lawful for 
the clerk or deputy clerk to the justices of and for any 
sessional division of any county or riding, by himself or 
partner or otherwise, to be directly or-indirectly employed or 
interested as a solicitor in the prosecution of any person 
committed by such justices, or any of them, for trial at the 
assizes or quarter sessions.” The Bill thus seeks to extend 
to clerks to county justices the rule which is at present in force 
with regard to clerks to borough justices by section 159 of the 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, the 3rd sub-section of which 

rovides that “‘ the clerk to the justices shall not, by himself or 
bis partner or otherwise, be directly or indirectly employed or 
interested in the prosecution of any offender committed for trial 
by those justices, or any of them, at any court of gaol delivery 
or quarter sessions.” 





Accorpine to the decision of Bucxtey, J., in Re Joplin’s 
Brewery Co. (Limited) (50 W. R. 75), in cases where the court 
exercises its power under section 15 of the Companies Act, 
1900, of extending the time for registration of a mo or 
debenture, there must be added to the order words indicatin 
that the order is not to i te the rights of parties rena | 
prior to the time when the security in question shall be actually 
registered. But if a winding up has already commenced at 
the date when the application for extension of time is made, 
the rights both of secured and of unsecnred creditors are 
already fixed, and any subsequent validating of a void 
debenture by registration must interfere with some of 
these rights. In the case of Re 8. Abrahams § Sons 
(Limited) (reported elsewhere) this was admitted by the same 
learned judge who decided Re Joplin’s Brewery Co., but 
he did not see in such a result any reason for departing 
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from the rule which he had lsid down. A resolution for 
issuing fifty-five £100 debentures had been passed by the 
directors of the company in November, 1898, and fifty 
of the debentures had been issued before the Ist of January, 
1901, when the Companies Act, 1900, came into operation. The 
remaining five were issued to the applicant in July, 1901. 
He appears to have been advised that no registration was 
necessary inasmuch as the resolution authorizing the series of 
debentures was prior to the commencement of the Act, and 
eogtion 14 therefore did not apply. Unfortunately this advice 
turned out to be erroneous, ae had no other rights intervened, 
the case would, apparently, have been one to merit the exercise 
of the dispensing Vay of the court. But the winding up of 
the company had fixed the rights both of the other debepture- 
holders—who were barely covered by the assets—and of the 
unsecured creditors, and the applicant could not be admitted as 
@ secured creditor without prejudicing one class or the other. 
Hence his debentures had to remain unregistered. 





THE LIABILITY imposed upon trade unions by the Zaf Vale 
case (50 W. R. 44) is not to be allowed to pass without an appeal 
to the Legislature to place some restriction upon it. Prior to 
that decision it was considered that a trade union could not be 
Mable for the wrongful acts of its servants because the union 
was not capable of being sued. The result of holding that a 
trade union is capable of being sued is apparently to make it 
subject to the general rules as to the liability of a priacipal for 
the acts of his agent. This was stated by Witxzs, J., in Bar- 
wick v. English Joint Stock, Bank (L. B. 2 Ex. 259) in the 
following terms: ‘The general ruleis, thatthe master is answer- 
able for every such wrong of the servant or agent as is com- 
mitted in the course of the service, and for the master’s benefit, 
though no express command or privity of the master is proved.” 
The Trade Unions Ril! which has been introduced in the House of 
Commons by Mr. Atuertey Jonzs s-eks to get rid, so far astrade 
unionsare concerned, of the concluding wordsoftherule. Noaction 
—such is the short eff+ct of the Bill—shall be maintaiuable against 
any trade union, or its tru-tees, for any wrongful acts committed 
by any officer or member in furtherance of any strike, lock-out, 
or trade dispute, ‘unless tt be proved that the council, committee, or 
other governing body of such trade union expressly authorizea or were 
pricy to such wrongful act.” Apart from the improbability of a 
private Bill of this nature making progress, we very much doubt 
whether Parliament would be feAuced to vary in favour of a 
perticuler clase of principals a rule which has been established 
to govern the relation of principal and agent generally. 





A pecent case before a metropolitan police magistrate is 
noticeable an the first reported prosecution under the Wi!d 
Animals in Captivity Protection Act, 1900. That Act was no 
doubt paseed to meet such cases as Harper v. Marcks (1894, 2 
Q. B. 319) and Yates v. Higgins (1896, 1 Q. B. 166). The pro- 
tection from cruelty afforded to avimals by the Cruelty to 
Animals Acts of 1849 and 1854 extends only to “ domestic 
animals.” It was accordingly held in Harper v. Marcks, 
where acts of cruelty to performing lions were alleged, 
that a lion, even in confinement, was outside the scope 
of the Acts, and in Yates v. Higgins a similar decision 
was given with regard to a pinioned +ea-gull which had been 
treated with gross cruelty, and although not “domestic” was 
what is ordinarily considered as “tame” The new Act defines 
“animal” to mean “any bird, beast, fish, or reptile which is 
not included ” in the wg pene and it makes it an offence 
to cause or permit to ca any unnecessary suffering to 
such animal. In the recent case a sauces was obtained” for 
causing unnecessary suffering to fish, the facts being that 
the fish were kept in a small tank for many hours 
without « sufficient supply of water. The case was 


hardly a flagrant one, but the scientific evidence of the 
ee eee by the defendant’s act was sufficient to 
atic magistrate that an offence had been committed. The 
fish ( carp) were apparently intended to be used as food, 

they were not of a species which is often seen on adinner- 


within the exemption in the Act, which does not apply to acts 
done in the course of destroying or preparing an animal for 
destruction as food for mankind. There is a further exemption 
in the case of acts permitted by the Cruelty to Animale Act, 
1876 (which relates to vivisection), and in the case of huati 
and coursiog animals which have not been liberated in a mutilat 
or injured state to facilitate capture. 





In THE casE of Re Weston (reported elsewhere) Bynve J., has 
held that a Post Office Savings Bank book can be the suhject 
of a valid donatio mortis causd. There seems to be no reasog 
why ia this respect such a book should not be on the same 
footing as a bank deposit receipt, which it is clear can 
be given in this way: Re Dillon (88 W. R. 369, 44 
Ch. D. 76). According to the Post Office rules every 
deposit must be immediately entered by the postmaster 
or other person receiving it in the depositor’s book, 
and the postmaster or other person receiviog the deposit 
must affix his signature and the stamp of his office ty 
each entry. The bok is consequently an acknowledgment of 
the money from time to time due just in the same way as 4 
receipt given by a bank of money placed on deposit. With 
regard to such a receipt the gift must be of the entire 
sum which it covers, and on this ground a gift by 
means of a cheque drawn for part of the deposit 
failed in Re Mead (48 W. R. 891, 15 Oh. 651); and although 
delivery is made of the deposit note, yet there is no effectual 

ift if it appears from the surroundiog circumstances that the 
sad was not intended to have full dominion over the money, 
In Re Dash (48 W. R. 694) a deposit note for £30,000 was 
handed over, not as a gift to the recipient, but for the purpose 
of enabling him to carry out the owner’s wishes, and 
there was no valid donatio mortis causd. But provided the 
document is given up with the object of conferring on the donee 
a title to the entire money which it represents, the law, so Mr, 
Justice Byrne has held, will effectuate this object as much ia 
the case of a Post Office Saviags Bank book as of an ordinary 
deposit receipt. Any defect ia the donee’s legal title can be got 
over, as Corron, LJ, pointed out in Re Dillon, by constituting 
the legal owners trustees for him. Such a gift is an exceptioa 
to the usual rule that equity will not complete a transfer of 
property in favour of a voluntzer: Dufi-ld v. Elwes (1 Bligh. 
N.§., p. 530). 





Atrention has ben recently directed to the Statute of 
Premunire, owing to the provisions of 25 Hen. 8, c. 20, that 
any archbishop not confirming and consecrating with all due 
circumstance a bishop elected by a dean and chapter in accord. 
ance with the royal “letter missive” acc »mpaaying th cong? 
d'elire “ shall run into the dangers and penalties of the sta‘ute 
of provision and premunire made in the 25th year of the reiga 
of King Epwarp the Third and the 16th year of King Rioaarp 
the Second.” The latter of these two statutes (16 Ric. 2, c. 5) 
enacts that offenders against it “shall be put out of the kiog's 
protection, and their lands and tenements, goods and chattels, 
shall be forfeit to our lord the king” ; and Lord Ooxe (1 [nst. 
185) was of opinion that a man attaioted of premunire might at 
one time have been slain by any other without danger of law. But 
the 21st section of the second Act of Supremacy of Evizasera 
(5 Eliz.c. 1), after declaring that ‘‘it is doubtful whether by 
the laws of England there be any punishment for such as kill or 
slay any person or persons attainted in or upon a premunire,” 
enacts that it shall not be lawful to any person to kill any person 
so attainted, ‘‘ by pretence of any judgment given, or by pretence, 
reason, or force of any word or thing contained or specified in 
any statute or law of provision and —— or in any of them, 
any law, statute, or exposition of any law or statute t» the 
contrary in any way notwithstanding.” The penalties of 
forfeiture of land and goods, however, appear to be atill 
in full force, and the Act uf Ricaarp also provides that offenders 
“be attached by their bodies, if they may be fouad, and 
brought before the king and his council there to answer, or 
that process be made against them by premunire facias in manuet 
as it is ordained in other statutes of provisors.” For confusion 





table. It doce not appear, however, that their treatment fell 


of language the “ other statutes of provisors ” are, says 4 learned 
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corres onden*, unmatched on the statute book, as may be seen 
by @ perusal of them as still unrepealed and consequently 

inted in t!.e second edition of the Revised Statutes. They 
pave been fre«juently incorporated by reference in subsequent 
legislation re;+aled and unrepealed. Thts it is a premunire to 
infringe the Hibeas Corpus Act, a premunire for a descendant 
of GzorcE the Second to marry without the consent of the 
reignipg sovereign, and a premunire for a bishop suffragan to 
exceed his juri-diction. We believe we are correct, however, in 
stating that no instance of a Statute of Premunire being co nomine 
enforced can be found. 





Os Tuxspay last Mr. Justice Kxxewicu had occasion to call 
attention to the fact that the rules of practice connected with 
applications to vary master’s certificates, though well settled, 
sre frequently misunderstood. By ord. 55, r. 69, ‘ Any party 
may, before the proceedings before the chief clerk are couc!uded, 
take the opinion of the judge upon any matter arising in the 
courre of the proceedings without any fresh summons for the 

urpove.” The rule, as his lordship pointed out, is exceedingly 

roed and enables any suitor to bring any poiut before the 
judge for his opinion, so that no one need rest ccntent with the 
decision of the master. it is then for the judge to determine 
how the matter can be dealt with most conveniettly. In the 
cas? before his Jordship the question referred t» the judge 
(Sr1rxL1NG, J.) was whether or not interest was payable uj ona 
certain bill of sale; and he gave as his opinion that it was rot 
payable, whereujor the master proceeded to draw up the 
certificate upon that basis. The holder of the bill sought to 
vary this. No appeal from such an opinion can be carried to a 
higher court, as Mr. Justice Kzxewicn pointed out, unlers an 
order has been drawn up (Rhodes v. Rhodes, 10 Soxictrors’ 
Journal, 855, 1 Cb. App. 483); and under such circum- 


stavces no order ought to be drawn up, for the 
reason that such an order might be appealed against, 
and the appeal carried even to the House of Lords, and then 


after the master’s certificate had been made the whole matter 
might be reopened by a summons to vary the certificate and a 
new series of appeals ivstituted upon that: see 36 Soxicrrors’ 
Journat, 374. The proper course, as his lordship intimated, is 
to wait till the master’s certificate has been filed and then take 
out a summons to vary: Rhodes v. Rhodes (ubi supra). If it 
comes before another judge than the one whose opinion it is 
sought to vary, the summons will be dismissed as a matter of 
course, aud then it can be carried to the Court of Appeal. His 
lordship consequently dismissed the summons with costs. But 
& judge, upon a summons to vary, is at liberty to reconsider his 
own opinion, and it appears that under the linked system of 
courts now in force the judges so linked hold themselves free to 
reconsider the opinions of each other: Hewlings v. Graham 
(1901, L. J. Oh. 568). 





Tue Hovss of Lords, in affirming the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Re Falbe, Ward v. Taylor (49 W. R. 455; 1901, 1 Ch. 
523; in the House of Lords, Leigh v. Taylor, reported elee- 
where), have shewn a disposition to treat in a liberal spirit 
the right of the executors of a tenant for life to remove 
from a settled house articles which have been used for 
the ornamentation of the house. The case related to 
certain valuable tapestries which had been placed by the 
tenant for life on the walls of the drawing-room. That they 
were fixed to the walls to some extent there was no doubt, but 
they were not fixed so firmly that they could not be removed 
without injury to the walls. But articles slightly affixed to the 
freehold only become fixtures when they are affixed for the 
permanent .improvement of the building, not for the more 
complete enjoyment of the articles as chattels. And even 
if affixed so as to be primd face irremovable, they may still 
be within the exception which allows of the removal of orna- 
mental fixtures. That ornamental fixtures which can be 
removed without damaging the freebold can be removed 
by a tenant for years is clear, but it has hitherto 
been doubtful whether this exception existed as between 
tenant for life and remaindermen. Srmuno, LJ., in his 
judgment in the Court of Appeal, held that it did, on the 





ground that the tenant for life—or rather his estate— 
required just as much protection as the tenant for 
years. But the case in House of Lords seems to 
have been decided practically on the ground that the 
tapestries were not fixtures at all, and hence no question 
of bringing them within an exception in favour of ornamental 
fixtures arose. Though annexed slightly to the house, yet they 

were introduced for the better enjoyment of the tapestries as 
chattels, and hence their incorporation with the freehold 
had never been complete. Ye gpd they belonged to the 
estate of the tenant for life. @ cop decision as to 
pe ag in D’ Eyncourt v. Gregory (L. R. 3 Eq. 382) must be 

en to be overruled. 





A somewnarT singular instene vf the effect under section 51 
of the Settled Laud Act, 1882, of a condition of residence 
imposed on a devisee for life of a house is affurded by the recout 
decision of Buoxtey, J., in Re Trenchard (ante, p. 231). By 
section 51 apy provision which tends to prevent a tenant 
for life from exercising his statutory powers is to be deemed 
void, but this is only “so far as it purports, or attempts, 
or tends” to have such an operation. Oa several occasions 
the section has been before the courte and it has been held 
that a tevancy for life given with a condition requiring resi- 
dence does not preclude the tenant for life from sone 4 or 
fr»m enjoying the income of the of sale (Re Paget, 
33 W. fk. 898, 30 Ch. D. 161); and where an anauity 
was given to the tenant for life during residence, to 
be reduced upon her to reside, she was held, 
upon a sale, to be entitled to rereive the aunuity without 
deduction : Re Kastman’s Settlement (43 Soricrrors’ Jourwat, p. 
114). On the other band, where there is no sale in contemple- 
tion, there is nothing to diminish the force of the condition, and 
it the condition is broken the tenant for life wi!l incur the 
forfeiture attached to the breacli': Re Haynes (36 W. R. $21, 37 
Ch. D. 306). In Re Trenchard the tenant four life relied upon 
thie state of affairs as justifying a compromise under which she 
was to abandon her life tenancy in the house ia consideration of 
the payment of an annuity by the trustees. By her husband’s 
will she was to have the use of a specified house so long as she 
should desire to make it her wens place of residence aad 
should continue his widow. i 
16T L R. 525) it had been declared that she was tenant for life 
under the Settled Land Act, and that by the exercise of her power 
of sale she would not lose the benefits given her by the will. The 
value of the house to her was a by £320 a yer but 
she proposed to give up the house on receiving the 
trustees an annuity of £275. In ordinary circumstances there 
would be no reason why the tenant for life should be enabied to 
avoid the condition of residence while the house remains unsold, 
but in the present case it seems to have been beneficial to the 
estate for the trustees to obtain control of the house, and there 
was also an immediate in the difference between the 
annual value of the house and the amount of the’annuity. 
Bucktzy, J., accordingly sanctioned the ; 
in effect, enabled the tenant fur life to get of the condition 
for residence although there had been no sale. 


Aw inquiry which has been addressed to us shews that 
is a not unnatural difficulty in understanding the principle 
—_— eo Te Parke, Re eg Eq. 381) was decided 
acon, V.O, sitting as Chief Judge in Baokraptoy. 
correspondent that the case is inconsistent 
rule that rent issues out of the land, and that a landlord 
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in general entitles the distrainor to seize any chattels, to whom- 
soever belonging, on the land of the tenant. But where the 
tenant holds only an undivided moiety of land, the difficulty 
im seizing a chattel under a distress against him is to say 
that the chattel is exclusively on his part of the land. 
2Obviously this is impossible, and hence the chattel cannot 
he-iseized at all unless it is the property of the tenant, 


Thug in the above case, under the distress against A. only goods 
belonging to A. exclusively could be seized, and under the 
distress against B. only goods of B. Under neither distress 
could goods of A. and B. as partners, in which A. and B.’s separate 
interests were not ascertained, or of a stranger, be seized. This 
seems to be the explanation, though at best the matter can only 
be regarded as a legal puzzle. 


PUBLIC AND PRIVATE EXAMINATIONS IN BANK- 
RUPTCY AND WINDING UP. 
Il. 


examinations in bankruptcy under sections 17 and 27 respec- 
tively of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. It will be convenient 
next to notice the power of the court to order an examina- 
tion conferred by section 115 of the Companies Act, 1862, 
which is analogous in many respects to the jurisdiction in 
bankruptcy under section 27. There is not in winding up 
any automatic compulsory examination corresponding to the 
public examination of a bankrupt—though, as will be seen, the 
public examination of directors and other officers of the com- 
pany under the Companies Act, 1890, is in some respects 

ogous thereto. Section 115, like section 27 of the Bank- 
ruptey Act, 1883, is a ‘‘ discovery’ section. The order also is 
not a matter of right even on a liquidator’s application. But 
the court has a discretion, and, while the order will go 
simply on the ¢z parte application without evidence of the 
liquidator, it is usual to require a contributory to adduce 
evidence. However, it is not obligatory, as it is on an applica- 
tion under section 27 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, for a person 


Whitworth’s case (19 Ch. D. 119). The scope of section 115 is 
much the same as that of section 27, and in dealing with the 
important question how far it may be used when an action is 
ding, the court proceeds apon similar lines. The test 
is whether the examination is for the purpose of advancing 
the winding up of the company and in the interests of 
the members generally. if it is, then although an action is 
pending, the court may think fit to make the order: see per 
LEY, L.J., in Re Imperial Water Corporation (33 Ch. D., at 
p. 321). But the powers conferred by the section are extra- 
ordinary and inquisi:orial, and the court will not allow them to 
be used merely to get discovery in an action where in the 
ordinary course the party is not entitled to discovery: Re 
North Australian Territory (88 W. R. 531). The examination is 
strictly a private examination. It is held in chambers unless 
the judge otherwise directs (rule 2 (2) of 1890), and creditors and 
contributories have not any right to attend, although they may 
have generally liberty to attend proceedings under rule 173 of 
1890, But the court has a discretion to allow persons to attend 
examine: Grey’s Brewery Co. (25 Ch. D. 440). Moreover, 
- registrar has epee he has ae to hold the examina- 
in open court if he pleases, and this has frequently been 
done of late. ¥ fos 4 
Lastly, the public examination of directors, promoters, and 
officers of a company under section 8 of the Companies (Wind- 
ing-up) Act, 1890, remains to be considered, and under that 
the particular point which was under consideration by 
Bynsz, J., in the London and Globe case. Such. examina- 
tion can only take place when ordered by the court acting 
upon s special report of the official receiver containing a 
finding of fraud against the examinee; Lx parte Barnes 
(1896, A. ©. 146).. The examination is held in open court, 
any creditor or contributory may take part in the examina- 
tion, and the court may put such questions to iad ye 
t 


this examination can only take place under very special 
circumstances, and only at the instance of the official receiver, 

Previous to the London and Globe case the point whether 
questions could be put at such an examination having relation 
to a pending action does not appear to have been decided in any 
reported case. But the practice has certainly been for the 
registrar to deal with such questions upon the principles 
applied to an examination under section 115. It was 
attempted to distinguish an examination under section 115 
on the ground that that was merely in aid of the discovery, 
whereas section 8 of 1890 was punitive, and that the 
registrar had no discretion to disallow questions relating to 
“the promotion or formation of the company or as to the 
conduct of the business of the company, or as to his 
conduct and dealings as director or officer of the company.” 
Bat it is difficult to see any distinction in principle between an 
examination under section 115 and. under section 8, though 
one is private, the other public. Section 8 is clearly not only 
punitive, but also for the benefit of the company, its creditors 
and contributories, and their interests must be considered, 
Certainly where the liquidator, on whose initiative the examina- 
tion is ordered, objects to the questions as prejudicial to the 
company’s interests in a pending action, it is inconceivable 
that the section can be meant to give a right to ask them, not 
subjected to be controlled by the court. 

A curious species of “voluntary” examination both in 
bankruptcy and winding up cases, has been growing up of 
recent years. It is not under any statutory provision, but 
persons have been allowed to offer themselves for examination 
where evidence given already has reflected upon or impugned 
their conduct. This was done in the Hooley case and also 
receptly in the London and Globe case. 

Some interesting points arise when the question of the admissi- 

bility in evidence of thedepositions taken in these different examin- 
ations comes to be considered, and of the right of the examinee 
himself to refuse to answer specific questions, So far as a bankrupt 
is concerned he is under an obligation to make full disclosure 
and cannot refuse even to answer questions which may incrimi- 
nate him (Re Firth, 26 W. R. 9), and on the same principle it is 
submitted that a person examined under section 8 of the Com- 
panies Act, 1890, upon a report of the official receiver charging 
fraud, could not refuse to answer similar questions. Auswers of 
a bankrupt given at his public examination are expressly made 
evidence against him ia all subsequent proceediags (section 17 
(8) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883) with some few exceptions: 
see section 27 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890. But there is no such 
corresponding provision with respect to the examination under 
section 8 of the Companies Act, 1890, or private examinations in 
bankruptcy and winding up under section 27 and section 115 
respectively. As against third parties such examinations 
certainly cannot be used, and as against the examinee could 
only be used as admissions, or to contradict in cross-examination 
like any other written document. 
Any interested party can inspect and take a copy of the 
public examination of a bankrupt, and it is conceived the same 
rule applies to the public examination in a winding up. 
Private examinations are not necessarily put on the file at once, 
and may be withheld; but directly they are put on the file, 
as they must ultimately be, any creditor, whether in bankruptcy 
or winding up, whose proof has been admitted, has a right to 
inspect and take copies of such depositions: see in bankruptcy 
Re Hayman (31 W. R. 187), and in winding up Re Standard 
Gold Co, (44 W. R. 63) and Re Merchants’ Fire Office (47 W. RB. 
480), 








A meeting of the court of the University of Wales was held at Shrews- 
bury, on the 15th inst., the principal business being to select the locality 
in which to hold the ceremony of the installation of the Prince of Wales as 
Chancellor of the University on the 9th of May. The Senior Deputy 
Chancellor (Dr. Isambard Uwen) presided, and there was a very large 
attendance of members of the court. The registrar read a letter from the 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society stating that they would support 
the Bill in favour of placing graduates who had taken their degrees at the 
University of Wales on the same level as those students who won de,ress 
in other universities. Mr, Brynmor Jones said that the Bill was down for 
the 26th inst., and Mr. Kenyon and he were arran mts to have 


making geme: 
@ conversation with the Government which they hoped would result in the 





examined as it may deem expedient. It will be noti bat 


Bill being adopted without any difficulty as a non-party measure. 
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BREACH OF COVENANTS FOR TITLE. 


Tue recent decision of Joycz, J., in Turner v. Moon (50 W. R. 
287), on the measure of damages for breach of an implied 
covenant for good right to convey, is interesting from the rarity 
with which cases on breach of covenants for title occur, and also 
by reason of the uncertainty which attends the measure of 
damages. In America recourse is much more frequently had 
to the remedy on the covenant, and the reason for this difference 
of practice has been adequately stated in Rawle on Covenants 
for Title (5th ed., 1887)—a model of full and patient research 
upon the subject. Before the present elaborate system of 
investigation of title arose, covenants for title in the old form of 
warranty were a very real protection to purchasers; but in 
Eogland the extreme care which is taken to prevent a 
purchaser taking a defective title, while it. does not 
in the least bar his right to covenants, yet reduces to a 
minimum the probability of his ever having to make use of 
them. In America, according to Dr. Rawxz, the practice is very 
different. “‘Apart from obvious reasons springing from the 
settlement of a new country, the English system of eee 
ancing in its present advanced state is by no means generally 
adopted ; land changes hands more freely, and with less exam- 
ination of the title, and sometimes— as, for example, when taken 
in payment of a debt—with no examination at all ; and then, to 
some extent, an effect has here been given to the covenante, or 
some of them, in their operation by way of estoppel which 
is altogether denied to them in England. From all these 
causes the American reports are proportionally as full of cases 
upon the subject of covenants for title as the Year Books 
were with cases upon the subject of warranty.” 

When a case has arisen for having recourse to the covenants 
for title, an important distinction exists according as a breach is 
alleged of the covenant for good right to convey or of that for 
quiet enjoyment; the breach in the latter case bei a 
continuing breach, and in the former being apparently final 
upon the act of conveying without good title. in America the 
distinction seems to be accepted universally (Rawle, p. 248). 
In this country it depends upon the construction to be given to 
the judgments in the King’s Bench in Kingdon v. Nottle 
(4M. &8. 53). In terms, that case clearly recognized that a 
breach of the covenant for good right to convey was 
continuing. The covenant had been broken in the life- 
time of a testator by defect of title on the conveyance 
to him. In an earlier case (Kingdon v. Nottle, 1 M. & 8. 
355) it had been held that an action for the breach 
would not lie at the suit of the executrix, but it was now held 
that it would lie at the suit of the devisee, and apparently upon 
the ground that there was a continuing breach. ‘ Here,” said 
Lord Ext.ensoroves, O.J., ‘the covenant passes with the land 
to the devisee ; for so long as the defendant has not a good title, 
there is a continuing breach; and it is not like a covenant to 
do an act of solitary performance, which, not being done, the 
covenant is broken once for all, but is in the nature of a 
covenant to do a thing ‘oties guoties, as the urgency of the case 
may require.” 

it is not surprising that in Spoor v. Green (22 W. R, 547, 
L. R. 9 Ex. 99) Ketry, O.B., regarded this as a distinct 
authority that a breach of a covenant for right to convey wasa 
continuing breach and could be sued upon as often as loss 
arose from it, so that the Statute of Limitations only ran from 
the time of loss. But Bramwett, B., preferred to adhere to the 
actual nature of the covenant and to restrict the apparent effect 
of Lord E:iznnoroven’s language. The breach, he said, “ was 
completed, if it ever existed, at the time the deed was executed. 
4 It is not what is called a continuing breach any more 
than not paying money is a continuing breach. The covenant 
remains broken indeed, but broken once for all.” And he con- 
sidered that the devisee was allowed to sue in Kingdon v. Nottle, 
not because she had a new cause of action in the ———e 
breach, but because the loss arising from the original b 
remained and fell upon the devisee. 

In the present case of Zurner v. Moon (supra) Joycn, J., has 
expressed his concurronce with the doctrine of Lord Bramwsgxt, 
but the necessity for deciding on the nature of the breach of 
covenant in this case arose, not with reference to the Statute of 


| Limitations, but with reference to the measure of damages. If 
the breach is final on conveyance, then it seems that the measure 
of damages is the difference then existing in the value of the 
land by reason of the defect of title. If it is a continuing 
breach, it is possible that the damages are to be measured by 
the value of the land at the time of action. In America it 
seems to be quite settled that, upon a breach of the covenant for 
scisin, the damages depend upon the value of the land at the 
time of conveyance, and no is paid to any subsequent 
rise in its value, whether by improvements effected by the 
purchaser or otherwise (Rawle, p. 223). In this country there does 
not appear to be any clear authority upon the t, though the 
old case of Gray v. Briscoe (Noy, 142) is certainly not opposed to 
the American view. There B. covenanted that he was seised of 
land in fee simple, when in truth it was copyhold land in fee 
according to the custom. It was held that damages should be 
given according to the difference in value of freehold and 
copyhold land, and apparently this would be at the time of 
urchase. 
» In Zurner v. Moon land was conveyed by deed, dated the 9th 
of December, 1891, by a grantor conveying ‘‘as beneficial 
owner,” subject to a right of way in favour of three specified 
persons. Alter the conveyance the grantee discovered that a 
right of way existed also in favour of a fourth person, and 
as this right of way might he used by the occupants 
of a home for epileptic patients, owned by the fourth 
person, he brought the action, In fact, neither the fourth 
person nor the inmates of the home had, the learned judge 
said, ever used the right of way; but since, in his view, the 
breach was complete on conveyance, and the damages must be 
given once for all, it was n to assess them on the footing 
of the existence of this additional right of way. The measure 
of damages, accordingly, was the difference in the value of the 
property as purported to be conveyed and that-which the vendor 
ad power to convey. : 
Where there is an actual interference with the grantee’s right 
of enjoyment, then he can sue on the covenant for quiet enjoy- 
ment, and this, as already pointed out, is the subject of 
continuing breach, so that an action lies whenever loss 
occurs. fn America there is, as appears by the cases quoted 
by Dr. Rawrz (Covenants for Title, p. 224, ef seg.), great 
diversity of opinion, it being sometimes held that the 
damages should be limited to the value of the land at convey- 
ance, in analogy to the rule with to the covenant for 
seisin, and eometimes that covenants for quiet enjoyment should 
be treated as covenants for indemnity, “‘ whose, object, therefore, 
is to compensate the party for his actual loss at the time of their 
breach.” In this country the latter view was taken by Romty, 
M.R, in Bunny v. Hopkinson (27 Beav. 565), where land had 
been sold for building purposes, and the purchaser was evicted 
after he had built some houses. It was held that he was entitled 
to recover, not only the value of the land, but also that of the 
houses. This, however, was expressly upon the ground that 
the erection of houses was the purpose for which the land was 
sold. In Mayne on Damages (6th ed., p. 221) a distinction is 
suggested according as the increase in value is due to collateral 
circumstances, in which case the purchaser would not be entitled 
to throw an increased burden on the vendor, or is due to the 
urchaser’s own improvements, so far as they might reasonably 
* supposed to be in the contemplation of the parties at the 
time of the purchase. ‘‘ Probably this,” it is said, “ will be 
found to be the true ground of distiaction, and every case must 
be decided upon its own merits, according as the improvements 
were the fair consequence of the contract of sale or not.’ 








Mr. Justice Joyce will be the Easter vacation judge, and he will attend 
ot Sings Rind Julgy Gee Se aire 


An account of the receipts and disbursements of the Duchy of Cornwall 
in the year ended on the let of December, 1901, was issued on Thursday 
as a Parliamentary . The 
ial sorie ant tM rr 

sum . 4. . 
use for the period to the Sed of Januasy. 1901; and the sum £58, 





ments made to the Prince of W: a use from the 23rd of January 
fo the Slstof December, 1901, The total for the year amounted to 
£115,660 6s. 1)4., leaving a balance of £15,421 10s. 4d. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—I, with many other solicitors, have been expecting to hear 
what course the C: uncil of the Incorporated Law Seciety intend to 
take with regard to the At‘ornev-General’s reply to Mr. Remnant in 
the House of Commons on the 6th »nstant. When the President and 
Vice-Preident were elected to those offices it was generally thought 
that the fact that both were members of the House of Commons 
w: uld prove a great advantage to the profession. I hope it will. 

Feb. 18. A So.icirTor. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re MORSE. MORSE v. MORSE. No. 2. 18th Feb. 


Wit1—Consrrvction—Girt or Restpvary Estate to Wire anp CHILD REN 
—Inrerssts oF CuitpREN Dyinc Wrrnovt Issve To KEVERT TO THE 
Oruers. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Buckley, J. The facts were as 
follows: By his wil, made in 1891, the testator devised and bequeathed 
all the residue of his rea] and personal estate (after the payment of an 
annuity ard some legacies) to ‘‘ my wife and childzen,’’ and after providing 
for the determination of the wife’s interest on her death or remarriage, the 
will proceeded as follows: ‘‘In the event of either of my children dying 
without issue, their interest to revert to the others; but to go to their 
children thall there be any, exc+ pt as to son’s wives, who would take their 
husband’s interest jointiy with their children.’’ The testator died in 1900, 
leaving his wife and eight chilar n him surviving, and on a summons taken 
out to determine the true construction of tne abuve provisions, Buckley, J , 
held that the wife took a lie interest in one-ninth only of the residuary 
estate, and the cnildren a life interest only in their shares, and that on tne 
death without issue of any of the children the survivors took a life interes: 
only in the shares reverting to them. From this decision the wife and 
children appealed 

Tue Uovrt (VavcHan Witiiams, Stiriinc, and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. 

Vavoenan Wiuams, L.J.—I think this appeal must succeed. The first 

ua stion is as to the interest taken by the wife: does she take a life 
terest de erminable on remurriage in one-ninth only of the residue, or io 
the whole? We think in the whole, and that there would be grat 
difficulty in giving any other construction to the words, for we cannot 
think that the testator intevded to create a clars of whom his widow would 
be one, and unis; you read the clause as creating a joint tenancy (which 
would be imp sible if the wife takes a life interest while the children take 
abeolutely) tere is au intestacy as to the wife’s spare after her death. 
With regard to the children, we think they take absolutely, subject to 
in the case of a child dying without issue. As to the interests of 

their unborn children, it is not desirable to declare them now ; and I thiuk 
we ought to express no opinion as to what happens if the gift over takes 


Streimc, L.J.—I agee. The first question is whether the wife and 
children take join ly or successively. No doubt the former has been held 
in simp. cares without context, but it has always been felt that this 
constsuction was contrary to the tertator’s probabie wishes, and the courts 
have striven to avoid it, and in this case I thmk the fair construction is 
that tue wite takes a lite interest in the whole of the residue With regard 
to the children, { tink they take in common with a gift over on the death 
of any without issue. 

Cozens-Haupy, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CovnseL, 
Dibden, K.C., and Franey; H. Terrell, K.C., and W. H. Green ; Errington. 
Soxicitons, Vincent & Vincent ; Welman & Sons. 

[Reported by H. W. Law, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re SELOT'S TRUSTS. Farwell, J. 16th Jan. 


IntTgmNaTionaL Law—Conriict ory Laws—Domicittep Frencu Svussect— 
etatus —‘* Propigur ’’— ‘ UonserL JUpictarre.”’ 


Petition. Under the will of J. F. Selot, who died on the 8th of 
February, 1901, the petitio, er, E E. Portier, a domiciled French subject, 
Was entitied to a sum exceeding £10,300, which had been into court 
by the trustees of tue will under tue provisions of the Trustee Act, 1893. 
By an order of the 5tn of July, 1595, the French court at Paris haa 
appomt-d one Demonts to be conseil judiciaire to the suid &. E. Portier, anv 
had pr: nounced the jatier to be a prodigue under the provisions of sections 
502, 513, 514, ana 515 of the Code Civil (liv L, tit. xi., chaps. ti and iti.), 
With the result, scvording to French law, that the ssid E i. Portier war 
prevented ‘* irom suiug aud defending, compromuiug, borrowing, receiv- 
ing capital money and givisg a ducharge therefor, aiienaung ano 
incumbering bis ‘y by mortkage, without the assistance of his conseil 
jutiewire.”” By several memorands of charge dated in ber and 
Uctober, 1901, the seid HM. E. Portier had charged the sum of £10,300 in 


£200. and £70 (required for necessary expenses of living and maintenance), 
and interest thereon. E. E. Portier now petitioned the court for payment 
out to him, on his sole receipt, of tne balance of the £10 300 after paying 
to Mesers Lumley & Lumley the amount due to them, for payment out of 
which they themselves petitioned ; they relied on Worms v. DeVald-r (28 
W R. 346, which shewed that if the app intment of conseil judiciaire 
effected a change of status, the new status must be disregard:d by the 
court a: being us repvgnant to English lsw as slavery, while even if the 
appointment w1s mere machinery the court would disregard it. For the 
conseil judiciaire it was submitted that the money ought not to be paid out 
without hisconsent. If the appointment did eff-ct a change of status, 
such new status was not now repugvant but anslogous to that created by 
the Lunacy Act, 1890, s. 116 (d) ; if it was mere m«chinery, that was of « 
kind to be respected by the comity of nations (Re Hellman's Wiil, 14 W. R. 
682. L. R. 2 Kq. 363); and in any case the court had a discretion in the 
matter of payment out (Re Barlow's Will, 36 Ch D. 287), and should con- 
sider, among the circumstances of the case, what was expedient with 
reference to the action of the French court. 

Farwett, J., said that he was bound to follow the decision in Worms v. 
De Valdor (ubi supra), where it was held that, if there were a change of 
status, such new status was to be disregarded as repugnant to English law, 
It was further held by Fry, J., ia that case that if there was no change of 
statu. the position of the plaintiff in an English court were unaffec ed by 
the appointment of a conseil judicairie. On the evidence in tbe present case 
he was of opinion that t: ere was no change of status. With regard to the 
oiscre ion, he had no discretion at all when asked, as in this case, to pay 
out a sum «f money to a person absolutely entitled to it.—CounszL, 
J G. Butcher, K.U., and J. D Israel; C. EB. E Jenkins, and J. D. Ismael; 
R. Bramwell-Davies, KC., and J. Gatey; Stanley Fisher. So tcrrors, 
Lumley § Lumley ; Kingsford, Dorman, § Co. ; Knapp-Fisher § Sons. 


[Reported by W. H. Duaren, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


BOND v. BARROW HEMATITE STEEL CO. (LIM) (2). 
27th, 28th, 2¥cu Nov.; 3rd Dec. ; 18th Jan. 


Company — Anrtictes or AssociaTION — ConstRUCTION— DISCRETION OF 
Drrecrors—PrerereNce SsAnes—MESERVE Funp—‘‘ Ner Prorits’’— 
* InTEREST’’—DEPRECIATION Funp. 


Action with witnesses. The Barrow Bematite Steel Co. (Limited) was 
incorporated and registered mn 1864 Atthe time of action it had sustuined 
an actual ascerta n+ d loss of capital of over £200,000, and an es"imated loss 
exceeding £50,000; but it bad in hand on the balance of the profit and 
loss acc unt for the three years 1898, 1899, and 1900, a sum of about 
£240,000, The company propored to carry over this £240,000 to replace 
tne losses above stated ‘The plaintffis, without imputing want of bona 
fides to the directors, claimed that the £240,000 should be o1vided among 
the preference shareholders in satisfaction of arrears and current 
dividends. The contention turned upon the articles of arsociation, 
the material provisions of which were a» follows: ‘‘article 43. 
Any capital raived by the creation of new shares thall be considered 
as part of the original capital, and shall be subject to the same 
proviriuns with reference to the payment of calls, the forfeiture 
of shares on non-payment of calls or otherwise, as if it bad been part of 
the orignal capital, except toat it shull be lawful for the company in general 
meeting, by special resulution . . to direct that the new shares shall 
have euch priority in respect of dividends as it shall deem expevient.” 
article 95 gave the directors power to declare a dividend with the consent 
of the company in gen-ral mee ing. Article 96 provided as fullows: ‘‘ No 
dividend shall be psyable except out of the protits arising trom the business 
of tue compavy’’; and arth lo 97, ‘‘the directors may, before recom- 
mending sny dividend, set aside out of tue profits of the company such 
sum as they think proper as a reserve fund to meet contivgeucies, or for 
equalizing dividends, or for repairing or maintatuing the buildings and 
premises connected with the business of the company.” By a special 
-es lution confirmed on the 19th of December, 1872, the company resolved 
as follows: ‘' (3) The directors are authoriz~d to issue preference shares to 
the amount of £37,700, beariug interest at 8 per cent pr annum in 
perpetuity’; aud by a special resolut.on contirmed on the 15th of april, 
1876, the company resolved as follows: ‘*(1) The capital of tae company 
stall be . . . 1ucreased by the addition thereto of 50,000 preference shares 
of £10 each, entitling the holder tu a tixed dividend at tne rate of £5 per 
cent. perannum. (3) The holders of the ssid new preference shares ehall 
be entitled to a dividend thereun only after payment of the interes: from 
time to time payable in respect of the mortgsge aud bond or debenture 
debts of the company, and after payment of a dividend at tne rate of £8 
per cent. per annum on the preference shares of the compavy (alluded to 
above) ; and in case in any year the net profits of the company shall no; be 
sufficient for the payment in full of the dividends «n such new prefereuce 
the net protits of avy subsequent year suall (after payment there- 
out of interest on the mortgage bond or debenture debts of the company, 
and of divide: de of the said £8 per cent. pre’erence shares) be applied ia 
puy ment to the holders of the ssid new preterence shares of the amount by 
wuich the dividends of any previous year or years may have fallen short 
of the fixeo rate of £6 per cent.”’ For the plaiutiffs it was submitted that 
Articles 95 and 97 nad no application to preference sh+res; that by its 
use of the word “interest” ibe tpecial resol tion of 1872 had taken the 
preference shares thereby created out of the operation of those articles ; aud 
that clause (3) + f the special. resolution of 1876 nad exercised « similar effect 
uyon ite preference shures by the use of the phrase ‘net profite’’ For 
tue compuny it was .ubmitted that both sets of preference shares were 
liable to the operation of articles 95 and 97, and that, ev.n if they were 
Lot, the £240,000 represegted capital and net income, and could not 


Farwell, J. 





favour of Messrs. Lumley & Lumley with the repay ment of three sums of £250, 


legally be puid as dividends. Cur. adv vult, 
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Farwett, J., dismissei the action. After stating the facte, his lordsh 
said that in bis opinion articles 95 and 97 applied to both sets of preference 
shares. While it was true that one of the objects of article 97 was to 
** equalize dividends,"’ the mention of one object which was not applicable 
was no rearon for excluding those objects which were applicable. The 
argument that the application of these articles put the erence share- 
holders at the mercy of the company had no weight here, where the bona 
fides of the company was admitted. Toere was nothingin the resolution of 
1872 to alter the operation of these two articles ; the word “‘ interest’ had 
slipped in per incuriam and must be read ‘‘ dividend,’’ for ‘‘ interest”? was 
not an apt word to express the return to which a shareholder was entitled 
in respect to shares paid up in due course and not by way of advance. 
** Intereet '’ was compensation for delay in ee and was not accurately 
applied to a share of profits in trading. The clause of the resolution of 
1876 was no doubt unhappily worded, but in hig opinion the words “ only 
alter payment . . . ” were restrictive words, equivalent to ‘‘subject 
to,” and they did not create new rights by rescinding any articles. His 
lordship felt the difficulty of Jimiting the generality of the term “ net 
profite,’’ but he had come to the conclusion that its use was not sufficient 
to rescind the articles to which he had referred. As to the second point of 
the defence, that preference dividends could not be out of a sum 
which was really capital and not profits, it was alleged by the defendaut 
company that they were bound to make good their losses before paying 
avy dividend. The question was one of considerable difficulty on the 
authcrities, but the result of those authorities was, in his opinion, that 
there was no hard-and-fast rule by which the court could determine what 
was capital and what was profit: Dorey v. Cory (50 W. R.65; 1901, A. O. 
477, 486). There was no single definition of the word *‘ profits” that 
would fit all cases. For instance, that of Professor Marshall in Economics 
(1883 ed ), p. 142, was one whi-h he covld not adopt because of authorities 
binding on him. When Lindley, L.J., sa‘d, in Verner v. General and Com- 
mercia! Investment Trust (38 Soxicrrors’ Journat 384; 1894, 2 Ch. 239), 
that “fixed capital may be sunk and lost, and yet that the «xcess of 
current receipts over current payments may be divided, bat that floating 
or ci) culating capital must be kept up,’’ he did not understand him to 
have been laying down a general and universal rule that in every comp:ny 
fixed capitel could be sunk and lost, but that there were some companies 
in whicn*tbat might be the case. All the authorities, however, were 
agreed that circulating capital must be kept up. As to the estimated loss 
of £50000 the plaintiffs really relied on Lee v. Neuchatel Asphalte Co. 
(Limited) (37 W. R. 321, 41 Ch. D, 1) as establishing the universal! negative 
tbat “‘no company owning wasting property nerd ever create a deprecia- 
tion fund.’’ In his opinion tha: was not tte true result of that decision. 
It was for the court to determive in each case on evidence whether there 
ought or ought not to be any such fund in the case of a particular 
c mpany. In this case the «evidence went strongly to shew that both tke 
realized and estimated losses ought to be replaced, and the court ought 
not to interfere with the honest discretion of directors The action would 
be diemissed,—Counsei. C E. E. Jenkins, K O.; and A. R. Kirby; J G. 
Butcher, K. ., and F. Cassel. Soutcrrors, Frederick Walker § Pettirt ; 
Currey, Holland, § Currey. 

[Repoited by W. H. Dearzr, Es}., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re WESTON, BARTHOLEMEW v. MENZIES. Byrne, J. 
15tn ana 21st Jan. ; 14tn Feb. 


Donatio Mortis Oavsi—Sunsect-matrer—Post Orrice Savines Banx 
Deposit Book. 


Originating summons. This was a decision upon whether a Post Office 
Savings Bank deposit book could be given as a donatio mortis causd 
Thomas Weston, who had been a butler, was the owner of eight 
shares of £25 each in the Hearts of Oak Permanent Building Society, and 
also «f some £130 dep sited in the Post Office sa Bank. While ma 
hoepi'al in Queen’s-:quare, London, in February, 1901, he gave a key to 
the defendant, Miss Menzies, to whom he had been engaged to be married, 
and asked her to get from a drawer in bis bedroom the certificates of the 
shares and the bank deposit book, and when she had done this to keep 
them. She got the certificates and book as requested. gy oe 
Weston repeat d to her bis wish that she should keep them. eston 
died in May, 1901. His lord+hip held that the evidence established a giit 
on his part as a dunatio mortis caused, if the shares and money could be 80 
given. The plaint ff haa taken out letters of administration to the estate 
of Weston, and this summons was taken out for the purpo-e of obwiuing 
the decision of the court as to whether there was a valid gift of the shares 
and money in the bank, 

Byrnnz, J. [after holding that the share certificates were not the subject- 
matter of a valid donation}: As to the money in the savings bank, since 
Re Dillon (38 W. BK. 369, 44 Uh. D. 76), it is well esta ed that a 
banker’s deposit receipt in a form shewing the terms of the con:ract and being 
more than an acknowledgment for the receipt of money is a good subject 
for a donatio mortis causd. There bad previously been another decision in 
the Court of Appeal in Ireland to the same effect: Cassidy v. Belfast 
Banking Cé. (22 . R Ir. 68). The test appears to be whether or not the 
dovument, besides acknowledging the receipt of the money, expremes the 
terms upon which it is held, and thews what the contract between the 
parties is: see Moore v. Darton (4 Be G, & Sm. 577), and the judgment of 
Cotton, L J., in Re Dillion. The savings bank appears to fulfil this 
test ; and although every rule regulating the contract 1s not set out in tne 
book itself, all the eesential rules are. the book is notamere receipt It 


murt, as stated on its face, be produced whenever any mo: ey is deposited 
or withdrawn, and it contains the term of the contract ae regards the 
payment of interest and withdrawal, as well as the 

terms of the contract be.ween the depositor 


t other 
and the Savings Bank 








t. But the case of McGonnell ¢. Mi 3 Ir. R. Bq. was 
ne pny wtp AR thatin tha Bo 


on an on GUO Sy he renee, SE Se 
case ee me to be approved of in Duckworth v. Lee (1899, 1 Uh D. ir. 405). In 
that ca e it was decided trat the savings bank book in question was no‘ 
capable of being given mortis causd The pomt there arose not as to the 
book of a depotitor under the Post Uffice Savings Bank Act (24 Vict. 
c 14), but as to the book of a depo-itor iv a private savinws bank woverntd 
by the provisions of the general Se Bavk Act of 1863 (26 & 27 Vict. 


c. 87). The rules of the savings tly relied on in that 
ea easel onan ae of the report, and I do not fad that it #as 
t case, that the book must be 


part of the contract, as i a ee 
produced whenever any money is deposited or withdrawn, nor does it 
appear that there was any stipulation corresponding with that ia the 
savings bank bo: k to the effect that every depo:it must be immedia ely 


entered by the postmaster or other receiving it in the depositor’s 
book, and that the master or other must affix his signature, and 
the stamp of the tosuch entry. In McGonnell v. Murray tbe Master 


of che Rolls says he does not find in the Savings Bank Acts (meaning the 
Act 26 & 27 Vict. c. 87) anything to di-tinguish a ssvings bank pa-s book 
from an ordinary banker's pass book. The book theref.re appears to me 
ofa different nature from that with which I hav@to dal. I am quite 
unable to say that the Post Uffice savings bank book is not distinguishable 
from an ordinary banker's pass bok, and [I do not see how I can con- 
sistently with the cases of Moore v. Darton and Re Dillon do otherwise 
then hold the book to be capable of being given so as to create a donatio 
mortis causd.—Counset, J. A. Hay; Lytielton Chubb; J H. Jackson. 
soxictrors, Paterson, Candler, ¢ Sykes, for A. J. Bl.is, Maidstone; W. W. 
Young, Son, $ Ward. 


(Reported by Nevitte Tsssott, Es}j., Barrister-at-Law. ) 


SACCHARIN CORPORATION (LIM.) v. DAWSON. Farwell, J. 18th Feb. 
Parent—INFRINGEMENT oF Ong or Severat Parents - Insunctiow. 


The plain'iffs are the owners of patents for the manufacture of saccharin 
They manufacture under several patente granted in 1891 and subsequent 
years There was also a patent of 1885, which has now expired The 
defendant imported a parcei of pure saccharin which, it was proved, must 
have been manufactured under one of the Tague corporation's patents, 
bat the plaintiffs could not fy which one was infripgd An 
injunction was claimed against ip apy of the plaintiff corporation's 
patents. 


Farwew., J.—These ate two actions which have been consolidated. In 
the first action the plaintiffs complain that the defendant sold to a 
brewery company in Manchester a lib. tin containiog pure " 
There are numerous patents, the earlest of which, granted in 1885, has 
now expired It has been proved that you could not ome gre sacch «rin 
by that process, and that it is necessary to use one or other of two patented 
a yp = — eS parifyiog. The are — to 
® under whicn of the existing processes infringem- nt was 
pone Dw In a case before Uczens-Hardy, J., Saccharin Corporation 
(Limited) ¥ Quincey (1900, 2 Ca. 246), a somewhat similar case, it could not 
be proved that the sample complained of was pure 
patent of 1885, though in furce at the date of the infringement, 
expired 1 the date . , 3 trial. It he ang 
under t patent. case, therefore, , 
was refused, bat an inquiry as to dam«ges was directed. I 
hampered by any question of impossibilicy of graniing an inj 
by reason of the possibility of the t made under 
process of 1885. I theref.re grant an injunction ay 
co poration’s patents limited to the time which the earliest of them, 
1891, bas to ran.—UounsrL, Cvolefar. Soxtcrrors, J. H. H J. Y. Johnson ; 
Pritehard § Englefield, tor Batty, Ford, § Buckley, 
defendant appeared in person. 

| Reported by J. F. Cans, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re 8, ABRAHAMS & SONS (LIM). Buckley, J. 18th Feb. 


Company - Desentunes—Reorstration —Extansion or Tine —Winpine-ve 
—Companres Act, 1900 (63 & 64 Vicr. v. 48), as. 14, 15. 


In this ca:e a company had sanctioned the issue of fifty-five debentures 
of £100 each on the 4th of November, 1898 of such debentures 
were issued prior to the let of January, 1901, but tne r maiuing five wers 
not issued to the spplicant until Jaly, 1901, These five debentures were 
not registred owing to a cause which was safficient to entitle tne 
applicant to relief under section 15 of the Act of 1900. On a summons 
under section 15 for extension of the time for registration, 

Bucks, J, refused to make the order extending the time except in the 
form adopted in Re Joplin’s Brewery (50 W R. 75; 1902, 1 Ch. 79, aud Re 
Spiral Globe (Lamited) (50 W. st. 187), and stated that except in very 
exceptional cases ihe would always be made in tnat form. Inte 
pr: sent case such an order would be of no use to the applicant and the 
summons would be dismissed with costs.—Counszt, Pelerson ; Stewart 
Smith. Boxicrrors, R. Barnes ; Close ¢ Co. 

(Reported by L. W. Bvaxz, Esq., Barrister-at-Law | 


Re THE SOUTH-WESTERN OF VENEZUELA RAILWAY CO. 
Buckley, J. 18m Feb. 


Company—Winpixe vurp—Riext or Drarcrors Wao Have Acrep as 
MECEIVERS AND MANAGERS FOR Depentvre- HOLDERS TO PxOvR FoR 
‘Iuetn Remuneration as Drascrors, 


In September, 1899, two of the directra of the above company were 
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appointed by the court receivers and managers of the company’s railway 
iu a debenture-holders’ action and were paid salaries in that capacity. In 
April, 1901, the company passed a resolution fora voluntary winding up. 
This summons was issued in the winding up by the two directors claiming 
atrears of remuneration as directors during a period for part of which they 
had acted as such receivers and managers. 

Bucktey, J., held that the directors were entitled to their remuneration 
a: directors as long as there was any business of the company to carry on, 
and they were no less so entitled besause, by doing certain work and 
being paid for it as receivers and managers, they lightened their work as 
directors.—CovunszeL, Danckwerts, K.U., and Martelli ; Jenkins, K.U., and 
Howard Wright. Soxtcrtors, Maddisons ; Stephenson, Harwood, § Co. 

[Reported by L. W. Brave, Esq. Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 


REX v. ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY AND C. A. CRIPPS, E8Q., KC., 
VICAR-GENERAL. Ex parte COBHAM. REXv. SAME, Ez parte 
GARBETT. Div. C@urt. 3rd, 4th, 5tn, and 10th Feb. 


Ecciesiasticat Law — Manpamvus—ConrieMarTIon or Bisuor-Execr ny ARCH- 
BISHOP OR Vicar-GeNERAL—UpBJeECcTIONS TO Docrrine —25 Hen. 8, c. 20. 


These were two rules in the same terms moved on behalf of A. W. 
Cobbam and a Mr. Garbett, calling on the Archbishop of Canterbury and 
C. A. Cripps, K.C., Vicar-General, to siew cause why a writ of mandamus 
should not issue directed to them comm i:nding them or one of them, at a 
court to be therefor duly holden in the matter of the confirmation 
of the election of the Rev. C. Gore, D.D., to the bishopric of Worcester, to 
permit and admit to appear in due form of law the said A. W. Cobham 
to oppose the confirmation of tbe election of the said Rev. C. Gore, and to 
hear and determine upon such opporition and upon the articles, matters, 
and proofs thereof. Uause was thewn against tnese rules on behalf of the 
Crown and on behalf of the Archbishop and Vicar-General. It appeared 
from the affidavits that the Rev. O. Gore having been duly nominated in 
letters missive from his Majesty the King, was elected Bishop of 
Worcester by the Dean and Uhapter of Worcester acting under Koyal 
licence, and was then presented for confirmation to the Archbishop. On 
the 16th of January the Archbishop of Canterbury had issued a citation 
substantially in the form which has for many years been used on such 
occasions, but to which was added the following note: ‘‘ Persons 
claiming to be heard as objectors must deliver notice of their objections 
in writing at the office of the Provincial Registry, No. 3, Creed-lane, 
Ludgate-nill, before 4 p.m. Tuesday, the 2lst of January instant. No 
objection will be considered unless such written statement has been 
delivered. ‘The Vicar-General will sitin chambers at committee room No. 2 
at the said Church House at 10 a.m. on Wednesday, 22nd instant, to 
consider any objections which may bave been delivered and no objector 
who does not appear in chambers and establish his right to appear and 
be heard can appear or b2.heard during the business of confirmation.” In 
accordance with the direction contained in such note, certain persons. 
acting in the eame interest as Cobham, appeared in chambers, and handed 
in to the Vicar. General printed obje tions, which were verified by affidavit, 
aod Mr. Garbett and certain others handed in certain other objections in 
writing. Toe objections handed in on behalf of Mr. Garbett alleged that the 

ct had committed ecclesiastical offences and had published false 
doctrines, and thereby contravened the articles of religion, and that he 
was, by reason of such publications, unfit to be entrusted with the care and 
tendence of a diocese. Tae other set of objections alleged, among 
things, that the bishop-elect was not a prudent and discreet man, 
and not at all « fit and proper person to fill the office of bishop by reason 
of certain paseages in his published works; and, further. that he haa been 
amemb«r of certain socivties mentioued in tae objections. The Vicar- 
General, after considering the nature of the objections, declined to hear 
any of the opponents in support of th m, and after taking the names of the 
objectors gave as his decision that they were not objections which he could 
entertain. 

Keb. 10.—Tuz Oovrrt (Lord Atverstonz, C.J ,and Waicnr and Rivtey, 
JJ.), having taken time to consider their jud4ment, discharged the rules, being 
of opinion that the Vicar-General ought not to entertain, still less adjudi- 
cate upon, charges of the character alleged in the objections tendered by 
either of the o ents. Coste of the Urown disallowed Uosts of the 

i allowed. Rules discharged.—Uovnset, Sir R. B Finlay, A.G., 
Sir EB. Carson, 8.G., Dibdin, K C., and Sutton; Sw &. Clarke, K.U., and 
E. W. Hansell; J. G. Talbot and R. Goddard; Haldane, K.C., Bramwell 
Davis, K.C., and Whitehead; Danckwerts, K.C,, and Morton Smith. 
roxicttons, Solicitor to the Treasury ; Peacock § Goddard ; Wainwright § Co. ; 


R. Todd, 
[Reported by E. G. Srittweit, Eeq , Barrister-at-Law } 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


Feb. 17.—Mr. E. F. Spence in the chair.—Mr. J. W. Galbraith moved: 

‘* That the judgment in the Marais case is wrong.”” Mr. A. H. Richardson 
There aleo spoke: Messrs. ©. Kains-Jackson, W. 8. Ciayton- 

Gaeene, P. B, Walmsley, Samuel Saw, jun., and C. H. Kirby. Mr. 
Galoraith replied, and the motion was carried by a majority of eight 








COMPANIES. 
LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The seventy-eighth annual general meeting of the Law Life Assurance 
Society was held on Wednesday, at the Society’s office, 187, Fleet-street, 
Mr J. 8. Beare taking the chair. The report stated that the number of 
policies effected during the year was 516, assuring the sum of £538,643, 
the premium income on which, including £3,931 single premiums, 
amounted to £20,439 The net new business, after deducting re-assurances, 
was £520,143, at annual premiums of £16,421 and single premiums of 
£2,401. The society also received during the year premiums amounting 
to £1,460 Os. 3d. in respect of re-assurances against the risk of death from 
fatal accidents, under the agreement with the Law Accident Insurance 
Society (Limited). Ten sinking fund assurances for £39,021 were also 
granted at annual premiums of £837 18s. and single premiums of £226 8s. 4d, 
fhe total net premium income for the year was £259,800. Fifty-four 
immediate annuities were granted, ia respect of which the society received 
the sum of £37,462 1s. 9d. One reversionary annuity was aleo granted. 
The total assets at the end of the year amounted to £5,043,243. The 
interest yielded by the society’s funds was at the rate of £4 2s. 8d. per cent. 
per anoum without deduc'ion of income tax. The expenses of manage- 
ment (including commission) represented £12 5s. 3d. per cent. of the total 
net premium income. The net claims by death had amounted to £307,950 
(including £91,063 bonuses) in respect of 158 policies upon 119 lives. The 
bonuses on participating policies which became claims (the bonuses 
attaching to which had not either wholly or in psrt been previously 
surrendered) had averaged 63 per cent of the original sums assured, The 
net amount of claims under life policies in 1901 was about £63,000 lees 
than the expected amount according to the H™. Table of Mortality, on 
which the society’s valuations are based. The average age at death of the 
lives assured under policies which became claims was about 67 years, and 
the average duration of these policies was about 29 years. In addition to 
these claims there had b:en two claims amounting to £666 13s. 4d., under 
fatal accident re-assurances; two endowments for £53 had matured; and 
payments amounting to £451 had been made in respect of the maturing 
of a sinking fund policy. Eight annuitants had died during the year, 
and the society had thus been relieved from annual payments of £670 15s, 
The Stock Exchange securities held by the society had been revalued, and 
they stand in the accounts at their market values on the 3lst of December 
last. It might be added that the amount by which the Stock Exchange 
securities were written down at the end of the year represented 2°7 per 
cent. of their values in the books before such adjustment. The extension 
of the society’s offices in Fleet-street had been completed with much 
advantage to the conduct of the business. 

Mr. E. H. Hott (manager and secretary) having read the notice con- 
vening the meeting, and the auditors’ report, 

The Cuareman, in moving the adoption of the report and accounts, 
referred to the death of the late Mr. Hopgood, which occurred in January, 
and was not therefore mentioned in the report. Mr. Hopgood was 
appointed a director in June, 1891. The board had filled the vacancy by 
the appointment of Mr. Dillon Lowe, whose firm was amongst the oldest 
and best supporters of the office, and one of its members was one of 
the original directors from the foundation of the company in 1823. 
The year’s working of the office was on the whole satisfactory. The 
net new bu-iness was £520,000, against £502,000 last year and £504,000 
in 1900. The number of policies issued was rather greater—viz , 516 
sgainet 424, but they were of a lower average amount, and this was an 
indication of the continually increasing difficulty of securing business. 
The net premium income was £259 800, bemg an increase of £3,000 over 
that of 1900, and except for the year 1898, when there were large single 
premiums, this premium income was the largest the society had recetved 
since 1874. The rate of interest was £4 2s. 8d., shewing an increase over 
1900 which was due to the fact that ic nad been an exceediagly profitable 
year on reversions, and these profits came into the interes: income and 
thereby swelled the apparent rate of interest. Excluding the reversions 
on both sides the rate would be £4 03. lld. The ratio of expenses worked 
out at £12 58. 3d. against £11 11s. 7d. for the previous year, and that 
was a considerable increase, due to the spreading of the society’s agency 
system year by year. For the last ten years or more the society had been 
endeavouring to extend the business through its outside agencies, and that 
involved some increase in the expense. The claim experience was satis- 
factory. in presenting the accounts the Stock Exchange securities 
belonging to the society had been written down to their market value on 
the 3let of December, 1901. There was no actual necessity for this course 
because the material date for valuing the assets would be the end of the 
current quinquenntum, 1904. The writing down was rather done at the 
desire of the board so that there should not be any figures presented 
to the shareholders which could be said to be in any respect unduly 
favourable to the position of the society. If these assets were revalued 
at the present date they would shew a very much improved position. He 
would like to refer to a matter which did on ame in the report, but 
which had been dealt with in a circular in December, and that 
was the bringing down the proprietors’ interim dividend and bonus from 
4} per cent. to 4 per cent. He hoped that for a very obvious measure of 
prudence no apology was necessary. It was the unanimous wish 
of the directors to secure not only the acquiescence, but the approval, 
of the shareholders in the course they had adopted. Of course 
the shareholders knew the peculiar position, that the Million Fund 
represented in great part the hoarded profits of past years as well as the 
capital, and although it stood asa security to the policyholders, it was 
the property of the shareholders subject to that security. In addition to 
the fact that in recent years the rate of interest yie by first-class 
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securities had diminished there were other facts ; the increase in the income 
tax was a very material matter, when it was considered that on every 
£4 10s. paid as interest on the Guarantee Fund the society had to pay 
1s. 2d. in the pound, which meant an additional quarter per cent. on the 
Fond. Another factor to be met which nobody had had any experience of 
before was the remarkable effect the strain of the war had had not only on 
the ordinary securities wnich might be expected to fluctuate,. but on the 
high-class securities which were the particular investments of insurance 
offices They might, of course, confidently hope that before the 3lst of 
December, 1904, the causes which had produced the diminution in the 
values of high-class Stock Exchange securities would have become ancient 
history, and they might also hope that the Chancellor of the Excheguer 
might be more merciful in the matter of income tax. The soci-ty had now 
completed a year’s expesience of the change made in appointing pro- 
fessional auditors instead of auditors from among the shareholders and 
licyholders, as was previously the case. He believed it was the universal 
Feeling that that change had worked very well and had led to valuable 
suggestions in the mode of recording the work, and that the audit was 
effectually carried out, and in such a way as to be a help to the officers and 
the executive staff. Duriog the year the additions and alteration to the 
building had been completed, and the additional accommodation, which 
was much wanted, afforded to the staff. Tne directors felt that the 
year had shewn to an increasing degree how much the progress of the 
society depended upon the executive staff and how little comparatively 
could be done by the board to help them. He was sure it was their duty, 
as it was their pleasure, to acknowledge most heartily the mode in which 
the staff had conducted the business, and the constant and untiring efforts 
made by Mr. Holt and the staff to maintain and improve tae society’s 
sition. 
P oir W. J. Farrer seconded the motion, which, after a short discussion, 
was carried unanimously. 

The retiring directors were re-elected as follows: Sir William Reynell 
Anson, Bart., M.P., Mr. James Samuel Beale, Mr. Henry John Lowndes 
Graham, O.B,,the Rt. Hon. Viscount Knutsford, G O.M.G., Mr. Robert 
Henry Bullock Marsham, and Mr. John James Edgcombe Venning 

Mr Gérard van de Linde, F C.A., was re-elected auditor for the pro- 
prietors, and Mr. Walter Frederick Wiseman, F.0.A., auditor for the 
assured, and in returning thanks endorsed the remarks of the chairman as 
to the excellent way in which the books were kept. 

A vote of thanks to the chairman brought the proceedings to a close. 





LAW GUARANTEE AND TRUST SOCIETY. 


The fourteenth annual meeting of the Law Guarantee and Trust Society 
was held on Monday at the offices, Chancery-lane, Mr. THomas Raw.e 
(Chairman) presiding. 

The report stated that during the past year the sum of £171,201 6s. 2d. 
had been received for premiums fees as trustees, commissious, and profit 
on realization of securities, which, aiter allowing the sum of£46,368 14s 1d. 
for re-assurances, left £124 835 12s. ld. The percentage of management 
expenses, inclusive of agents’ commission, directors’ and auditors’ fees, on 
the above net income was 23 66. ‘The sum of £15,000 haa been added to 
the general reserve fund, which now stands at £130 000. After the pay- 
ment of all claims properly chargeable for 1901 against reserve for claims 
in suspenre and rebates, the directors had added £25,355 4s. 2d. to this 
reserve, aga'n bringing 1t up to £50 000. The balance, including the amount 
brought forward from last year, was £26,876 7s. 1ld. From this £3,000 was 
paidasinterim dividend for the half year ending the 30th of June last, aud the 
directors now recommended that a further sum of £7,000 be paidin 
of the half year ending the 3lst of December, 1901, free of income tax, 
making the dividend 10 per cent. for the year. Tuis would leave 
£16,876 7s. 11d. to be carried forward. The business of the society had 
so largely increased that the directors were of opinion that witn great 
advantage to the society the capital, which now stands at £1,000,000, 
should be increased to £2,000, by the creation of 100,000 shares of 
£10 eavh, such shares to be in all respects (including the £5 reserve 
liability) similar to the existing shares, upon which £1 had been paid. 
The directors proposed that 50,000 shares (or a larger number if applied 
for) should in the first instance be offered to the proprietors at a premium 
of 10s. per share. The directors regretted t» report that their esteemed 
colleague, Mr. John Hunter, who was one of the original directors, and 
who had been of the greatest aesistance t» the society, had resigned his 
seat at the board ow to ill-health. They had elected Mr. Robert 
Lewin Hunter (of the of Messrs. Hunter & Haynes) to fill the 


vacancy. 
Mr. eds R. Ronaup, secretary and manager, having read the notice 
convening the —— 
The Charman that it gave him very great pleasure to meet the 
shareholders again after a year of very successful business operations, He 
roposed to ask their attention to some of the salient features of the report. 
ing the year the sum of £171,204 6s, 2d. had been recei for 
premiums, fees as trustees, commissions, and profit on realization of 
eecurities, which, after allowing £46,368 14s. 1d. for reinsurances, left 
£124,835 128, ld. It might be said that this was a very © amount 
for reinsurances, but the board thought the shareh would 
approve of the cautious, conservative policy which had always 
prevailed, aud would asgree that reinsurances really constituted 
an additional reserve, and were a safeguard against future possibilities 
which could not be foreseen by anyone He was glad to that the 
percentage of ent expenses were less than last year. to 
the balance-sheet itself, the capital of course remained as it was; 
£1,000,000 had been issued, of which £100,000 had been paid The 
general recerve fuud, including reserve fur unexpired risks, been 


ES 





increased to £130,000 by means of an addition of £15,000. The reserve for 
ae = phen i hy eS he ta, ae 
creditors (inclu Spry tay gp tape f- , . 5d, we 
was less by nearly £10,000 last year, and the revenue account, as 
against £12,563 last year, had been brought up to the very handsome 
figure of £23,876 7s. 1ld. Tarning to the side, substantially the 
figures remained as they were. Their investments were all kept up, as 
always been the practice, at cost price, Theim t portion, that was 
say, the big investments, , as they had always done, invested in 
the names of trustees. P. taken over pending realizstion stood at 
£72,546 14s., as against £44,000 odd last year. That was, of course, a 
very great increase consequent upon the extension of the "s 
. These figures were stated in the balance-sheet at what the 
board considered their true value. As to the properties sold, less its 
received, which stood at £17,100, last year this was a much larger re, 
becaure at that time the society had not entirely disposed of its interest ia 
the Carl'on Hotel. Since that date the matter had gone off.with satisfaction 
to the board. Advances against securities and sundry debtors stood at 
£60,428 18s 1ld. A very satisfactory item was that the society had at the 
bank ut the end of last year £50,538 io solid cash. Turning to the 
revenue account the claims paid during the year had, of course, 
increased. As the business of an insurance company progressed, not only 
did the premiums, but the claims also increase. sut the increase 
had not been greater than had been expected. In the 

£38,651 were paid, and this year it was £45,378. The manggement 
expenses were actually less, advertising was the same, and law charges less. 
Directors and auditors’ fees were the same, income tax of course a little 
more. That carried down the gross balance of revenue to £59,688. Un 
the credit side the board had put in one collective sum, as they always had 
done, the amounts received in :espect of premiums, fees as trusvees, com- 
missions, and profit on realization of securities £171,204, which was aa 
increase of £45,000 over last year. The reinsurances were larger, bat the 
result was that they had out this lnc as against £94 000 last 
year, That was a very substantial . They woulda sed that 
the interest on investments was substantially the :ame. Dcalivg with the 
balance of the revenue, £59,668, it was proposed to aad £25,355 4s. 2d. to 
the reserve fund, which would bring the special reserve fund to £50,000, at 
which it had formerly stood, and brought tne balance to £19,313 2s. 10d. 
An interim dividend already been paid of 6 per cent., waich left an 
available balance of £26,876, and it was that that should be 
applied to the payment of a dividend the year of 10 per cent. 
and that the balance of £16,876 7s. lld. should be carried forward. 
There were perhaps some observa ions which he might make. 
Last year was a record year, but the present was a record upon a record. 
This was by far the most favourable year they had ever had, not only in 
respect of any particular transaction, but all round. Bu-iness was 
increasing in a very satisfactory and substantial manner. The net income 
had been increased by £3¥,000, ths reimsurance by £15,000, and that was 
protecting the society against possible risks. A 10 per ceat. dividend which 
was free from income tax was equivalent to 10} per cent. at least. 
If a mortgage was called in and the society paid it off under their 
guarantee they were financially capable of holding the property, and were 
not compelled to sell it for what it would fetch, perhap; at a but 
they could retain and nurse these securities with the result that when they 
haa written down a security on the ultimate realization they got more 
than the amount for w they had so written it down, and to that 
extent they recovered a portion of the price at which it stood in their 
books. It was satisfactory to realize that in a year of unusual depression 
the business had made greater progress than ever before, and he bad no 
doubt the progress was to continue. The actual reserves were £130,0u0, 
ont Semen Se eeee ,000, which moe Sete at Beane 
very good result o ourteen years’ trading . the society started 
pene had £100,000 of the shareholders’ money to deal with. Uf that 
£75,000 was locked up, and had ever since remained in the hands of 
trustees untouched. ‘Therefore the business had been created with a 
capital of £25,000 only. The society nad paid during those years 
average dividend exceeding 5 per cent. per aunum, and built up a 
£180,000, which was largely in excess of the original subscribed capital. 
A curious featare about the claims was that in 
was exactly the claims which one would expect not to result in a loss upon 
which the society had to pay. He referred to trustees’ securities, which 
were carefully saf 
ee oe 
might come to g would see ¢ wes very t for ts 
fonfiite aud trustees to consider whetber the small fee tae society charged 
t was not a very good investment. Anotoer great 
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iociety’s businers in private trusts was largely increased and he hoped 
scareholders would bring such busines to the society It had been 
necesrary to increase the staff with the increare of business and adjoining 
premi-es bad been taken to provide enfficient accommodation. Tne 
society was doing better than it had ever done before and he 
hoped that next year they would hear that it had gone beyond this year. 
He moved the adoption of the report and accounte. 

Mr. Bavcryrre Watters seconded the motion, which was unanimou.ly 
adcpted 

On the motion of the Cuarrman, seconded by Mr. Watrers, a final 
dividend was declared making ‘he dividend for the year 10 per cent. 

On the motion of Mr. Wa.rses, seconded by Mr. Turner, the retiring 
direct: ra, Mr F. H. Janeon, Mr. R. Pennington, the Cnairman, and Mr. 
W Williamr, were re-elected 

On the motion of Mr. Lawrox, seconded by Mr. Grorcz Weston, the 
auditors, Meeers. Deloitie, Dever, Griffiths, & Co., were re-elected. 

Increase oF UAPITAL 

The Cuataman moved: ‘‘ That the capital of the company be incre sed 
to £2,000,00U by the creation of 100 000 new shares ot £10 each, such new 
shares t > be i-sued at such times and on such terms as the directors may 
from time to time d+ t2rmine, but s> that the first isane rhall consist of 
50,000 ehares (or a larger number if applied for), to be offered at a pre ium 
o! 10 . per share to the members in pruporiion to the exutivg shares held 
by them.” 

A ivng discussion took place as to the best method of issuing the 
shares aod the motion was eventually pas-ed io the following form: 
‘That the capital of the company be increased t> £2,000,000 by the 
creation of 100,000 new shares of £10 each, to be offered in the first 
instance at a premium of 103 per share to the members in proportion to 
the existing shares held by them.” 


Dreectors’ Fees. 


Mr. Rosert Cunitrre said they were all very well pleased with the 
position of the cumpany, and it was in a great measure owing to the 
¢xertions of the directors that it was so pro-perous. He pr posed that 
the remunerati-n of the directors should be increased by the anzual eum 
of £1,090, t» be divided as they s»ould determine. 

Mr. Gairritus seconded the motion, and it was carried. 

The Onarrman returned thank-,and the proceedings terminated on a 
vote of thauks to the chairmaa, directors, and staff, moved by Mr. 
Grirrirus and seconded by Lord Uuirroap. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 

Mr. Saucer Cuester, solicitor, of the firm of Messrs, Crawford & Uhester, 
of 90, Cannon-strect and 16and 17, Lawrence Pountney-hill, London, E.t., 
- been electea Solicitor to the Cuuncil of the Metropolitan Borough of | 

.epney. 








CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvurTioxs. 


Josera Stony Merton and Tuomas Wrii1aM Crane, solicitors (Merton 

& Clarke), 11, St. Martin’s court, St. Martin’e-lane, W.O. Jan. 21. 
[ Gazette, Jav. 31. 

Joux WHawrnorne Lypatt, Jouw Frencn Lypatt, and Berserr 
Wrxenam Lypatt, soliciturs (Lydail & sons), 37, Jobn-street, Bedtord- 
yow, Londen. Nov. 25. Jobn Hawthorne Lydall and herbert Wykeham 
Lydall will continue the said business under tte style of Lydall & sons. 

Joux G. Murray, Jno. Bicumonp, and J. Mcvaray AYNsuey, solicitors 
(John G. Murray, kicbmond, & Ayn: ley), 42. Westgate-road, Newcastle-on- 
Tyue, and Coneett,in the county of Lurham. Feb. 14. So far us 
regards the said Jobn Murray ayntley, who retires from the trm, and 
wto will henceforth practice on his own account at Consett aforesaid 
Tbe said John George Murray and Jobn Richmond will continue the said 
business under the style of hurray & Richmond. 


Gronce Turweuiyt and Artuve Tvunxsvct, solicitors (Turnbull & Turn- 
ball), George Thorpe's-vhamoers, Hustlergate, in the city of Bradford. 
Jn. 31 ne said Grorge Turnbull will continue the practice m his o#n 
name at the above address. [ Gazette, Feb. 18. 





INFORMATION REQUIRED. 


Harizx, deceased.- Any person haviog session of or who can give 
information sbout the Will of Maria Heyl+y, spiuster (who died ou the 
5’h day of February, 1902, at st. George’s Hospital, London), 1s requested 
to commuvicate with Mes-rs. Bdford, Monier-Willisms, & Robinson, 
rolicitoss, 6 and 7, Great Tower-etr- et, L mdon. 


GENERAL. 

The pres'dent (Sir H. H. Fowler, M.P.), the vice president (sir A. K. 
Bolla, M.P.), snd the Council of the In orporated Law Society = raiued 
large Company at dinner at treir hall on Wednesday evening. amovg 
tae guests were tre fulluwing: Mr. Justive Biguam, Mr. Justice Buckley, 
Judge Waddy, K.C., sir Joseyh Leese, K.U., MP, Mr. B. B. Haldane, 
KC. MP. Mr &. Kobertson, KC., MP, Mr. W. RK. MeOounell, K C., 
Mr. T. Svae. KC, m.P., Sir J. ‘I. Woodhouse, MP., Sur 1. Wemyss 
Meld, Mr. Haden Corser, Mr. Kupert Kewtie, Captein Vyvyan, K N.i., 
wepu y Mater of the Innity House, Alderman H. ©. Moris, Mr. BB. 
Godirey, Mr. Granville Hmith, Mr. G. a. King, Mr BR. H. Lawe, Mr. 











EJ. McGillivray, Me. A. N. G. Aithen, Mr ©. E. thaselfoot, Mr. 
Williamson, Mr. Buckoill, Mr, Brown, Mr. KR. S. Taylor, Mr. M. 
Templeton, Me H. Bevir, Mr A E. Cowley, Mr. Leslie Hun‘er, and Mr. 
G. Franklin. Tie following members of the Council were also present : 
Mr, Attke, Mr Barker, Mr. Uheston, Mr. Kllett, Mr. Freshfield, Mr. 
Hollams, Mr. Lee, Mr. Marshall, Mr. Penningion, Mr. Kawle, Mr 
Winterbotham, and Mr, Doy e. 

In the cour-e of a letter to the St. James's Gazette Mr. H. Ernest Garle 
says: No doubt many of your readers are aware that the imprissed stamps 
usually put upon legal and other documents retain the imprest n 
permanently when impressed upon paper but not up» parchweut, and 
that io these circum-tances the stamping authorities affix a smal: square 
of paper to the parchment by means of a me‘al clip which bas ap adhecive 
Jabel gummed on the other side, the stamp being then preesed upon the 
whole ‘This method left the door open for unscrupulous perso s 
to remove the rquare of paper with the stamp upou it from valueless 
deeds and affix it to a deei requiring stamping Sir Henry 
Bessemer, then a young and struggliug man, conceived the idea 
ot perforating the parchment with the amount of duty enshrined in some 
suitable device, in much the same way tbat some pevple perforats the 
value of their cheques nowadays. He rubmitted his idea to the Director 
of stamps (Lod A'tnorpe, [ think it was), and not only was it accepted, 
but because of the special machinery tuat the new system entailed he was 
sppointed to superintend « perations at a substantial salary. In high glee 
he carried the news to the young lady to whom he was engaged to be 
married. “‘ Why!’ said she, “if only the stamps were dated and a law 
passed that all documents bad to be stamped within a certain time after 
the date of their signing, the Government would not have to get the new 
machinery.” Sir Henry worked out the mechanical details upon the dics 
and submitted the new idea to the stampivg authorities ‘* What a 
brilliant iaea!’’ said they. ‘‘Of course we shouldn’t waut new 
machinery, and—er—er—of course we—er—shan’t want you, Mr. 
Brs-emer.”’ 

An action of Low v. Comyns had been eet down in the Chancery Division 
on the 7th of February for trial on the 20tn, but on the 12ch an order was 
made that discovery should be given within eeven days by both the 
plaintiff and the defendant. Mr. WF. Stallard, for the plaiotiff, on the 
13th inst. asked that the action should not be in the —- tor trial before 
the 3rd of March The defeudant agreed to the applicu'im. Mr Justice 
Buckley suid : Some time since it was the custom, as svon as notice of trial 
had been given, for solicitors to tie up their papers and think there was 
nothing mors to be done. That is not thecase now. 1 intend that when 
notice of trial hasbeen given ior a day the parties shall prepare themselves 
for that day plaintiff may give notice of tral either under pressure 
from the defendant or voluntarily iftne plaintiff gives notice under 
pressure, the deft ndant is entitled to a speedy trial. If the plain iff gives 
notice voluntarily, he knows his time and ought to be ready. When the 
person to whom notice is given requires time, it may be that more 
indulgence should be shewn tohim. ‘hat will be for the court to consider 
on each particular occasion. But, primé facie, he also ought to be ready. 
I decire to call public atiention to the state of the paper at present. I[ 


| have in the warned list only three: ases which are actually reagy to be put 


intothe paper There is anotuer which will ripen on the 14th of February 
—i¢., to-morrow—snother on Sa urday, and four more on Monday. [ 
bave only six other cases to try, and in them notice of trial expires next 
week, and the parties must be ready for trial. Such applications as this 
really mean, **I have given notice of trial on a certain day, there is a 
judge ready to try the case, and I am not prepared to face him.”” On 
these grounds I decline to alluw this case to be postponed. 

The certiticates awarded as the result of the examination held in con- 
nection with the course of lectures delivered, uudcr the auspic+s of the 
Saddlers’ Company, by Lieut.-Uolonel J. A. Nunn, O.[ &., oa “Tae 
Theory of raddie aud Haruvess Fitting, with reference to tue Anatumy and 
Sbape of Horses,’ were distributed on Tuesday might by the Lord 
Chancellor, at the Saddlers'-nall, Uheapside. Mr Altred Laurie (master 
of tue company) presided. The Lord Uhancellor said he felt buuud to 
admit that some of the trades of this country had not ma ntuinoed 
their old reputation. Formerly it was thought, and perhaps justly, 
that there must be su tenaence of 4 y «me superior 
authority, bus times bad changed, and no such authority culd be 
exercised in the e days. He believed that the most successful institutions 
in this country were those which owed their origin and maintenance not 
so much to Government interf: rence, as to voluutary effort un the part of 
the trades themseives, and this company had given an example of such 
useful voluntary efforte. A noble mend of his hud introduved a Bul into the 
House of Lords for conferring certain powers on the Plumbers’ U.mgany and 
— it for anyone to have a certificate as a plumber unless it were 
prope:ly obtained. He was not certain that that was tue right line to 
pur-ue. His belief was that the determination of this company to rely on 
those interested in the trade was the wiser course. They would look after the 
trade themselves much bevter than outsiders. If there was une thing of which 
he bad the greatest horror, it was the inspector empluyed by auy Govern- 
meat to look atter everything and everybody. Tue genius of this country 
was for voluutary and free effurt. He had read with great admiration the 
lectures of Colunel Nuna, wuo seemed tu have gone to the rvot of the 
matier. Wouile he fully ap ted their derire tor a pra tical knowledge 
ot seddlery work, he thougut it might be truthfully said toat pra tice 
withuut a reasovabie theory, witnou being fouuced on a reasonable notion 
of what was to be done, often led one asiray, and he was equally certain 
that theory, however svstruse or scientiuc, without p:a. tive, would be 
impossible of ayplication in the manufacture of saddles ur anything elee. 
Those who accomplished both things, who united theory and practice, 
would make the best workmen. 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 


COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


London Gasette,—Faivay, Feb. 14, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 















Luatrsep mm Ogaxcery. 
Rora or Recrstaags 1 ATTEnDAaNcE OF Cu. Xt my & Co. at Hous, Se Fe pevcentel Jon Si, dir ‘Po 3s at 
Court on 4edne me 
Date. Exerrcency Aprzat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 12 Day, genes. gate a solor for 
Rora. No. 2. Kexewicg. Byres. Bellen of apes ae reach the above-named ting later than 6 in 
Pagh arrington ‘armer Beal | > 25 
a = = Carrington was Pugh - — ™ R. Leach = Bpwiy Nicuo' Litrrao—Petn for up, presented Feb 6 dirested to be heard at 
os Pembert »n Carrington Godfrey Beal | Shire 58 Worcester on Feb 25 Canadian Sense, Casing S soe, 
Jackson h Farmer R Leach | s0'cr forthe petner, Notice of maat reach the above-named not later than 6 
Ei Geegaeton Gey Bleach | Misur see So Masur Go, Linrrap—Oredit ar segue on or for March 2. 
acre . } Por hag aelewy to Mires sed parealae of tal debts and¢ wy 
Mr. Justi Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Phi'ip James Stanh»we Minas 
Sova. Bocuse. Joycr. Swinren Eavy. Nawidate s Westminster. Cope & Co, Gt Georg: et, Westminster, solors for the 
2% Mr. W.Teach Mr. Jackson aa — Mr. Godfrey Rawses & Cs, Laue po onan tetas thks te A thei 
or. : ae King _—- | seme ~nd addresses and lars of their cebts or claims, to M-. al Freed-rick 
w. Leach Pemberton King Bo stio Render, 32, ot, Gr |. Wright & Braitore. solors to liquidator 
Geeswell Jeckton yng Greswell Sranxpagp Sraam Launpay Liuirsp are ra on or before March 26, to 
> aaa | i W. Leach send their names and address and their debts or claims, to Thomas 
ani . Guieed Melloes 1 King Johe’s chmben gate, Nottingham. Ford, Not’ing- 
| Sux.tieat Gotp very Syxpicats. Liurrep—Petn for preserted Jan 27, 
| divected to be heard Dyson & ©», 6 and 6, Great “4, P-,4 
THE PROPERTY MART. | petmer. Notio of jog must reach the above-named not later than 6 


Liartzp—Creditors are require4 
SALE} OF THE ENSUING WEEK. Be yey yp faye the particulars of 
Wi F H Bows, & Cassatt, at the Mart, at 12:—Freehold | Walkdsn, er 
— Rs ws. _ 
Feb. 01.—Wenvs. Furiss, ae en tn Edieman Denth at London por hy ace Feb. 18. 
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ings, aod who bold’ iraan at JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
the above ground-rent beving an unexpired term of 92 years Solic:tors, Mes-ra. - 
Buck'e. & Goodman. London. (See advertis-mer t, this week, p 5.) - Loorep wo Me 


Hené 
Feb. 27.—Mesers pe oe Ex.is, Ecurtox, Basacn, Garsworray, & Co.at the A B. Witsox, Liuirep—‘xeditors are before March et to send thir 
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Mart at 2:—By order of the Gas Light and Coke Co—City of Westminster : names 2 céeomamn, oa puatiowans their ouen Setene ves, 3 Thurch 
Ia@p rtant area of apwar‘sof Four Acres, with Water Frontage of 320 ft court, O'd Jewry ag - eS ie 7 
from Grosvenor-ro*d and the River Thames to lying — Compaonie Franc ise Des Cuocotats pes Taxs—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 12, 


t, 
= rave-roed and Vauxhall a ae —Solicitors, Messrs B:dford, Moni isectei to be heard Feb27, Ward & 6 —— 
& Williams, London. (See advertisemert Feb &, p. 6.) _— tm - Co, 85, — urch st, solors s petoers. 
Feb 20. Meeure. E. & 8 Suits, at the Mart, at 2:—Museell t Bid Preho Freeho'd Fawi'y noon of Feb 21 above-named 
Residence, containing three reception-rooms, six bedrooms, bath-room &c, (Coanisn Datay Co. Liuirro—Sreditors 


unusually large gardea Abolicitors, Messrs. Und-rwood, Son. & Piper, names a 14 addresses, and of toeir debts or claims to Mr arthur Goddard, 
—Kentish Town: Lone Leaechold House and Shop. iA, 1-8 4% and 47, London Wall. 
: —y5- -& 4A ta this oa facta -—s on Ttomson, Abchurch yard, solors for vhe 
Hica Ty Pay for wiading up Fed * sony pe to be 
SALE. heard .. War. Gracechurch st -olors cuner, De ur 
pasar Peed fue must sendh the shove mumah ans baer tan OOtieak mn too adtamnaen of Bes te 
Messrs H &. Fostas & Cnaxrie.o sold at the Mart. 09 Wedaced ey last Ground und Rents Knives was 2. Tent ap, Seneca ene om or before Warch 30, to rend ‘heir 
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tn Pope 267, eteek Done. np tn, way solors f + ‘he liquidator 
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at Kentish Town, Camden Town, and Haverstock Hill, the 
falling in in 1910 and 1917, for a sum of €25 460; the Freehold 
bnown as The Cottage, Kingeb SO ee Ne nar esemn, ere 








the day’s sale was £82,985 30, to ovnd thelr nemes endl a and the particalars debts 
same fi Fortnight! Mart on Thursday, when they | br -4, ‘to G. Gold Hay, '8, St Swithin's in 
. — wae lect ih aes +“ . | Sone > View Couts Go.p Mine (W 4), Liurrep -Creditors are required, on or before 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS aan & © to send their names and sddrewe:, and the purti-ulars of their debts or 
To gost and to one-sixth of one-ninth of £6 720; - s . | claims, to G. Goldthorp Hay, 18, Bt Swithin’s ln 
‘ oe 
To ov eseventh of £3,601 lis. s 10d. India 8 per cent. Btock on ¢ 
LIFE Poiotee: —_ ei | Warne to Inrenpive Hoves Puncuassns anv Lone eee pur- 
Por 400 | : th life ‘a pa se te sa me pe png 0 or renting a house, ag a for a short ye meme be is advisable to 
Alro a block « f Shores in mivcellaneous comoanies ... 16 | have Drains and Sanitary te independently Tested and 


N.B.—The Reve sion to £10000 odd Cunrols was unavo dab y withdrawn just prise to og . for toe ly to vite The Sanitary Engineering Oo. (H 
the ale Carter, ae Si ~ 6, Victoria. -street, Westminster. Meesbtiaked 
| 87 ny Tel London. Telephone: 316 West- 


The forty -fourth annual meeting of Lloyds Bank, Limited, was held at | minster.—{ Apvr. 








the Grand Hotel, Birmingham, on the 14th instant, Mr. J. Spencer, For Turoat Ieerration anp Coven “ "s Glycerine Juju 
Phillios presiding. The balance sheet shewed a disposable profit of | alwa ee prove effective. They soften and clear Any me pn Fin 
£718,000, and the directors recommended a dividend of 18} per cent. suffering from co soreness, or of thethroat. Sold only 


dryness 
After ober appropriations there remained over £68,000 to carry forward. ‘in labell-d tins, price 7}d. and 1s. 1jd. James Epps & Co., Ltd., Homao- 
The published reserves of the bank now stand at £1,950,000. pathic Chante, London.—[Apvr. ] 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette, —Faivay, Feb. 14 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Anunpet Hersert, York, Watchmaker York Pet Feb 
10 Ord Feb 10 

Baxtren, ‘came Grornot, Theri’on, Kent, Iosurance 
agent Canterbury Pet Feb8 Ord F-b8 

Bassin Samuzt Wuitixry, Hemel Hempxtead, Herta, 
FPemer St Albans PtP bt0 Ord 10 

Camrie.o, ye Yorks Innkeeper North- 
a'eton Pet Feb 10 db 10 


aa { Ls East Putney Wandsworth Pet Jan 20 
1 

Cuate Warren Joux, Pa Wrexham Pet Jan 23 
Ord F b12 


Corrzaitt§ Jony, A 
Warrtogton Fot Pee 10 Cri re ie -~ 


Davies, Dania. Mitsom, Briton Ferry. Glam, Boot Dealer 
beravon Pet F-b 12 prped Feb 18 
Davies, Hevay Bvaw Swansea, wiocer Swansea Pet 


D == Ord Feb ae - a 

avis Henry, shead. Somerset, Decora’ Brist 
Pet Fob 1) Ori Feb 10. 

Dicksox, Evenson Cpavewonsm, Cockermouth Cumber- 
Jaad, Paiater uth Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 

Faytuorrr, Joun Spr, taoltho, Liocs, Farmer Lincola 


G gt ce - Durh Worki Sian 
RAY, Groncs, Soenny 0; 

Durham. Pet Feb 18 Ora Feb Te . 
Banenon, Joszrn, Gt Yermoath, General Dealer Gt 


armouth Pet Feb8 Ord Feb 8 


Harar‘on, Sauce, Hyman, ~ >>, Metal Merchant 
N Jan Ord Feb 


or#ich Pet 18 
Heaton, fuomas, Sale, p abn *Piamber Manchester 
Pet F b10 Ora Reb 10 | 
ita, 3 wo st, Company Promoter High 


Jaa 6a Feb? 
“a Joux “koran Troma Merchant Work. 


» Ord Fea fo 
Hosxixe, Bromaap, be tf ye Bailder 
Neweatteon [vne Pet ALC Oud eee 10 
Burtoa on Treat 
J Bi vex, 
orm, Oe, rth wic, Carnarvon, Grocer Bangor 
ta | onal High Court Pet Feb10 O4 
Lua eons, Saw at, Spitalfields, Clothier High 
Court Pet Fab 10 Ord Feb 10 
Linen Loci, st High Court Pet Dec 31 Oni 
Maven, Seen, Brixton High Court Pet Jan 1 Ord 
Wenasn, Comm, Sloe Darby, Butcher Derby Pet Feb 


Pre_F y 1 Shrewsbury, Bricklayer Shrewsbury 


Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 13 
Muppimax Joasra *ssxx, Acie, Warvlt, Baker Bir 
Noston 4a.rea 





ag eb Ora 
» Lines, Grocer Linon 
Pet Feb it Tm 
O’Dornety, Woman, Fish Salesman Boltoa 
Pet Jan 32 Ord Feb 12 


P w How ta. | 
tare, sweat pe ey Pvt Fon 1 Oe i to 7 
AULT Curntetsas, Norwi: 
Pot feb 10 Ord Bed 10" 








Geman ee we Folkestone, Builder Canter- 
bury Pet Jan 2: Od F28 . 
Bayan Beez, Innkeeper Chelas- 


Goorary, Live:pol, Grocer Liverpool Pot Jas 


8r. = Moy 6 hem, Cambs, Batoher Cam- 
aPLes, fous Ta wasiy 
Pet Feb i2 Ord Fob 12 
Swanweit, Janez, 4 , Geen Worcester Pt Fd 
Ta - ROR mt Lywer Broughton Munchester Pot 
"Jen'80 Ord Bob (2 


Taam, Reopen, Warwick, Detrymawe Warwick Pel Fed 


Sen Wruaiam Cargo Beioe- 
res, Sets ten 
vio Taary, ju 

Pet BebT Ord Feb * ; 
Cannes, A. Leeda Leeds Pet Fe 10 Ord 


acest cow Wriax — oy by New 7 
i i alle a 


Amncaiel nelip ehetitnd Se Bat BRR 
Loadea Gazeste of Fed ¢ a 


| Om Faspeaice Epowann, erd Leciavo Bitertacea 
Mercdaats 


Ritals Onda rer 
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FIRST MEBTINGS. 


Azvunpet, Hersent, York, Jeweller Feb 25at11.30 Off 
Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 
Banxwawt, Epcar Jos, Cheshunt, Hereford, Nurseryman 
Feb 22 at 11 oie &5 — chmbra. Temple av 
Birp. Isaac, Manchester, ral Carrier Feb 21 at 38 
Off Rec, Byrom st, ia 
Cottizrn, James Wanrcrave, Downton, Wilts, Wool- 
Feb 25 at 1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Endless st, 


Corresitt, Jons, Warrington. Commission Agent Ma‘ch 
7 4t1045 Court House, Palmyra sq, Warring‘on 


Dircusurx, Epwarp Haart, Darlington, Licenved Vic- 
tucll-er Feb 2at3 Off Rec 8, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

Exuis, Maravuis, Patring‘on, Yorks, General Dealer Feb 
2latil Off Res, Trinity House In, Hull 

Hatt, Jouy, Barrsley, Fruiterer Feb 21 at 10.15 Off 

R t st. Barnsley 

Harzisox, Bact Davro, Gt Yarmouth, Bottle Merchant 
Feb 21 at 1230 Off Rec, 8 King st, Norwich 

Harwoop, Francis, Cardiff, Wheelwright Feb 21 at 10.30 
117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Hearox, ag Sale, Cheshire, Plumber Feb 21 at 2.30 
Off Byrom st, Maach+ster 

Hosxixe, Bicnarn, Benwell. Northumberland, Builder 
= at1130 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 

ne 

Maryocx, Arsert, Rochdale, Builder Feb 25 at 2,15 
Townhall, Rochdale 

Owex, Witt. Liverpoo rocer Feb 26 at 12 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st. “yg Ree 

Pare, Wautias ae. Hastings, to Feb 25 at2 

Cc, 24 way app. London B 

Pov ey Tuomas Geonrce, Cheltenham feaharnHairdrower Feb | 

27at 11.15 County _— bldgs, Cheltenh 

Powe, Josrrn, Leeds, Fruit Merchant Feb 21 Matll Off 
Rec. 22, Park row, Leeds 

Baryz, Joun Wiii14m, Uarlington, Confectioner Feb 26 at 
3 Off Rec, 8, Alpert 1d, Middlesbrough 

Berres, Witviam, Merriott, 
ati215 Off Bec City chmbrs, Endless st, Sa'isbury 

Roserts. Joux Wriwiam, —— ol, Turner Feb 26 at 2 
Off Ree, 36, Victoria st, Li ——— 

Suagpiow, Samuvet, N: en , Grocer Feb 2iat12 Off 
Rec, 4 Castie pl. Park st, Nottingham 

Surrn, Bex, and James Boocock, Bacup, Builders Feb 2; 
at11.35 Town Hall, Rochdale 

Bwanney. JaBez, Worcester, Grocer Fe) 22at11.20 45, 
Copenhagen st, W: 

ars, ARTuve, Norwich “Feb 2lat12 Off Rec, 8, King 

t, Norwich 

Susp eee, eee, Be Dairyman Feb 21 at 1.30 

Registrar's ice, yr awe Warwick 
Warr. Tuomas, Wooi Green, paae Feb 21 at 12 
Off Rec, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 

Wrrces, Witt, Weymouth, ‘ahaaior Feb 28 at 1.30 
Tne Crown Hotel. Weymouth 

Westmone, Groncz Hexry, Newport, lof W, Hairdresser 
Feb 24at 230 Off Rec, 19. Quay st, Newport. l of W 

Wueatiey, Avsert, Leeds Feb 21at11.30 Off Rec, 22, 
Paik row, Leeds 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Aguxpe., Hersert, York, Watchmaker York Pet Feb 
10 Ord Feb 10 

Bartrse, Atzert Grorce, Cherito., 

Can Pet Fed8 O:d Feds 

Bisnor, Cuaries Tuomas, Bristol,Club Manager Buistol 

Pet Feb Ord Feb 12 
Brett, Joux, Norwich, Blacksmith Norwich Pet Jan 16 
Ord Feb 11 


Kent, Insurance | 


ase. symm, Bion, Derby, Butcher Derby Pet Feb 
e 

Morers. Grorce, Shrewsbury, Bricklayer Shrewsbury 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Moir, Georce et Pancras In High Uourt Pet 
Nov 20 Ord Feb 1 


Norton, ee Gatasborsog, Grocer Lincoln Pet 
Feb 11 ‘eb 


Pace, Wittiam cel Dronfie'd, Derby, Manufacturers’ 
Agent Chesterfield Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 

Pavitye, Uyxpor Curis’ te Norwich, Butcher Norwich 
Pet Feb ‘0 Ord Feb 


Pows.t, Josern Leeds, Fruit Merchant Leeds Pet 
Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 
Banxix. Freperick, Essex, Innkeeper 


Bock’ 

Chelmsford Pet febS Ord Febs 

Rozerrs. Jonx @iitiam, Liverpool, Turner Liverpool 
Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 11 

Scuarrr. Anviz, Stoke upon Trent, Licensed Victualler 
Stoke upon Trent Pet Jan7 Ord Feb 11 

Suevupsary, Maegia, Ulaogwm, Pembroke, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Pembroke Dock Pet Jan?2 Ord Feb 12 

Srapies, Jon~n Tuomasin Ssham, Cambridge, But 
Cambridge Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 

Summers, Wittram RBicsarp, Hatin, nr Milford Haven, 
—— Marinsr Pembroke Dock Pet Feb 8 Ord 

‘eb 12 

Swanvecy. Jasez, Worcester, Grocer Worcester Pet Feb 

11 Ord Feb 11 


Sane ee Warwick, Dairyman Warwick Pet Feb 


| Une, Wittram, Cargo Fleet, nr OT Brickmaker 
Middlesbrough Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 1 
Wapsworrs. Davip Summ, juo, Walsall, 7 Walsall 


Pet Feb7 Ord Fi 
Westwoop, Joseph WIL Birmingham, Engineer 
Pet Feb 10 Ord 





Birmiogham Pet Febdé “Ord Feb 10 
Wuearcey, Avsert, Leeis Leeds 
Feb 10 
Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Jan 31 : 
Dewey, Berwagp Ovrram, a. Yorks, Grocer and 
Provisioa Dealer et Jan 27 Ord Jan 27 
Amended notice substituted oe thet gemaas s in 
the London Gazette of Feb 4 
Anowovitcu, Bexsautn, Sheffield, ~~ Sheffield 
Pet Jan 30 Ord Jan 30 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Rerves, Jons Atrrep, Cardiff, Provision Merchant 
Carciff Adjud Nov 13, 1991 Annul Feb 6 


London Gasette.—Turspay, Feb, 18. 
RECEIVING ORDEBS. 


Baitzy, Joseru, Leicester, Advertising Agent Leicester 
P-t Peb ‘4 Ord F-b 14 
Bargser, Taomas Frepenric, Carlton Colville, Saffolk, 
Sens Traveler Gt Yarmouth Pet Feb 18 Ord 
eb 13 
Bats. Joux Epwarp, Bowes Park, Wood Green, Clerk 
High Coart Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 
Bzaciz, Georcz Hesry, Lincoln Linwln Pet Feb 10 
Ord Feb 14 
Bices, Freayx Lewis, Bath, Pawnbroker Bath Pet Feb 
18 Ord Feb 13 





| Cox, Ricnarp, Croydon, Buider Croydon Pet Feb 12 


Ord Feb 12 


| Davies, Evay, Quaker’s Yard + Innkeeper Ponty- 


Brows, Ricuagp Jaues, Spencer rd, Herne hi'l, Commercial | 
Traveller | 


High Court Pet Aug & Ord Feb 10 
Campizip, Wittiam, Richmond, Yorks, N 
allerton Pet Feb10 Ord Feb 10 
Tuomas Saxpersox, Tebay, Westmorland, 
Victualler Kendal’ Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb 12 
Curr, Josera, Wem, Ealop, Plumber Shrewsbury Pet 
Jan 2 Ord Feb il 
Comsors, Micuazt Faaxcis, Dulwich High Court Pet 
Sept 11 Ord Feb 11 
Correziti, Joux, Warrington, Commission Agent War- 
Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 
Davies, Dasxizt Mitsom, Brion Ferry, Boot Dealer 
Neath and Aberavon Pet Feb12 Ord Feb 12 
Davis. Heszr, Portishead, Somerset, Decorator Bristol 
Pet Feb 10° Ord Feb 10 
Dicxsox, Eogxson Cuatswortu, Cockermouth. Cumber- 
Painter Workiogton Pet Feb10 Ord Feb 10 


Capstick, 


— Joux try Goltho, Lincs, Farmer Lincoln | 
Pet F 


'-b7 Ord Feb 
Grem, Perprzice oats. and Lociaso Brerraves, 
Manchester, General Shipping Merchants Manchester 
Pet Janié Ord Feb 11 
Gear, Groncr, Speonymo _r, 
Pet Feb 12 Ord Feb i2 
Geeateex. Heaveer J, Burmiaghsm, Architect 
ham PstJané Ord Feb lo 
a Tuouss, fale, Chester, Plumber Manchester 
a Feb to Ord Feb 10 
Bo, 8, Buzavern, Uke tm, Watchmiker Derby Pet 
Jan7 Ord Feb 10 
Isaac, *BTEU Whitwick, Leices‘er Burton on Trent 
Pet Feb ii Ord Feb 11 
Joxes, Eves, Portdisorwic, Carnarvon, Grocer Bangor 
Pat Febil Ord Feb 11 
Jonna, Bovezr, 
Jan2 Ord Febs 


Darham, Joiner Durham 
Birming- 


Pea 

Jones, Boorziwcn, ond Feb 1 Dealer's Manager High Court | 
Pet Feb 10 

st, Spitalfields, Clothier igh | 


toss, Bexey, Steward 


Pet Feb 10 Ord Feb 10 

Maovis, Mausz Hezutxe, Borough High st, Widow High | 

Court Pet Jan4 Ord Feb 10 

Mattazp, Eowsnn, 
Pe Jan 


? Se eee | 
22 Ord Feb 


Biaecau Pestimog, Boot Dealer Portmadoc © 


pridd Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 

Dixewatt, ELurt ANDREW, Crowle, Linas Tailor Sh:ffi 11 
Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

E.uiotr, Haroxp, sameiey, Sasseex Farmer Brighton 
Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 

Exmors, ALBERT, ampthill, Pe, Potato Merchant Bed- 
ford PetJan 8 Ord Feb 

Faxz, Goss, Saaderlend, Yous Merchant Sunderland 
Pet Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Fieipee-Kine, Apa Catusrine, Ryde, Il of W Byde Pet 
Feb 15 Ord Feb 15 

Fiemme, Paepertce Witiam, Portland, Do set, General 
Dealer Dorchester Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 

Gitmay, Ronert Hesny, and Joun aed Gitway, 

niey, Clothiers Hanley Pet Febiz O.d Feb 13 

Gore, Witias, Red Hil’, Worcester Railway Pulive con- 

stable Gioucester Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb 13 


Gre«s, Cuoantes Bean, Wasbiogborough, Liacs, Joiner 
Lineola Pet Feb 13 Ord Fed 18 

Greexrierp, Witt, We bridge, oy Builder 
Kiogs' Sarrey Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 


Saves Acree» Atv-erne Dimspace, inebea4, Somer- 
set Taunton Pet F-b16 Od F b15 

Heviiwei., ALrrzp Wriitamson, Buckingham et, Fitzroy 
og taeeaaes Victualler High Court Pet Jan23 Ord 
veb 14 

Hovyosxe, Witttam, Sheepy a Leicester, Black- 
emith Birmwgbam Pet Feb i8 Ord Feb 13 

Hucues, Saucer freherbert, Giam, Draper Pontypridd 

Pet Fed 138 Ord Feb 13 


Hunt, Witttam Sheffield, Furnac: Bui'der Sheffield Pet 
Pontypridd Pet Feb - Ord Feb 
a Laton 
| Kxorr, Witiutsam Heuser Sypey, 
Mxeter 
Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 12 


Feb 14 Ord Feb 14 
' Jouzs, Tuxornitvs, Ynysvbwi, —. Baptist Minister 
Kiso, Geonce, Lawn, 
Pet Feb 13 Ord Feb is 
Exeter, Piumber 
Pet Febd13 nid Feb 13 
Laws, Cusntes Wandsworth, Pig Feeder Wandsworth 
Laso.ey, Bicnarp few bng Bath st, City rd, Collar Dresser 
High Court Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 13 





| Laws, Geonoe RB , & Y th Gt Yarmouth 

| Pet Feb 14 Ord fed 14 

| Lavery, Joux, Kutling, Yambridge Farmer Cambridge 
Pet ‘Pebi3 (14 Feb 18 





lao, Si foun, Wrexham, Den be Furniture Dealer 


Pet Feb 13" Ord Fel 
della > ec Stockton on ea Siete Stockton 
on Tees Pet Feb14 Ord Feb 14 
Sense xs, Josepu Tantuu y it vok, Sheffield, Com- 
mercial Clerk Sheffield = Feb15 Ord Feb . 
Moors, Georcs. Chorlton Medlock, Mane’ 
Commercial Travelier ‘Bara Pet Jan 23 Ord Teen ll 
Pzganson, Rosert, Bramley, Leeds, Fried Fish Dealer 
Leeds Pet Feb13 Ord Feb 18 
Rorserts. ALFRED a. Leicester, Plumber Leicests 
Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 
Saunpeas, Henry, Wert "eae, Grocer Walsall Pet 
Feb il Ord Feb1 
one, 5 ALEXANDER | Iikeston, Darby, Farmer 
Pet Feb5 Ord Feb 14 
Sy«ces, ay Be. CHARLES, \-" Yorks, Tailor 
York Pet Feb 14 rd Fed 


Teaseeen, Tuomas, Shepherd’s ‘Bush, Dairymin High 


mrt Pet Jan 20 Ord Feb1 
Tompson, ALFRED, Kaare:bo A York Pet Feb 14 
... — ~ ; w. 6 
LLore, Henry -, orthing, Grocer Brighto: 
Pet Fed 15 Ord Feb 16 a 
Witwrams, Bensauin, Seating, Notts Nottiogham Pet 
Feb 14 Ord Feb 1 
Wituiams, Kate. : 7 Wise Merchant 
Bangor Pet Feb 14 On "Feb 1 
Woop, Joan, Leek, Staffs, Baldr * Macclesfield Pet Feb 
14 Ord Feb 14 
Wricat, Tuomas, Miidlesbrough, Grocer Middlesbrough 
Pet Feb14 Ord Feb 14 
Amended notice substitute for a Seana in the 
London Gazette of Ji 
Hagpina, Tuomas, Alpraham, _ hac +e Pet Dec 18 
Ord Jan 8 
Amended notice substitated for that published in th: 
London Gazette of Feb 14: 
Wootterton, Warner Wiciiam Watrer, Aston New 
we. Warwick, Baker Birmioghan Pet Feb 12 Ord 
‘eb 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apganaus, Gzorae, — ane Becks, Baker Fb 25 at 12 
1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 
Bai.ey, Josep, Leicwter, Advertising Agent Feb 25 at3 
Off Bec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Barrrxsr, Avert Gore, Cheriton, Kent, Insurance 
Ageat March 6 at 9.30 Off Rec, 68, Castle r; Caater- 


bury . 
Bassit, Samuzgt Wuaittey, Hemel Hempstead, Herts, 
pt r Feb 27 at 230 County Court San 8 


Bars, Joun Epwarp, Bowes Park, a Green, Clerk Feb j 


ati2 Bankruptcy b 


Biaes, a Lewis, Bath. coder “Feb 2% at 12 Of 
26 Baldwin st, Bristol 
Besuse,’ y Bos Tuomas, Avonmouth, Bristol, Club 


Manager Feb 26 at 1130 Off Reo, Baidwin at, 
Bristoi 

Cook, Atraep, Northallerton, Hostler March 8 at 11,3) 
Vourt house, Northallerton 

Cooxe, @ersert, per Electrical Engineer Feb 26 
atll 174, Corp ration st, Birm: 

Crawrosp. Arruus Travers, Claverton st, Pimlico, Journa- 
list Feb 25 4t 12.3) 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Davis, we jt Po:tishead, Somerset, Decorator Feb 26 at 
1145 Off Reo, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Garay, ent: nes ymoor, Durham, bers | Joiser 
Feb 25 at 3.30 Off Rc, 25, John st, dunderla 

Hagorya, Cuaaves, a grove Feb 27 at my Bank- 
ruptey bides, Uarey 

Hargison Josern, td _ aN General Dealer Feb 25 
at 1030 Mr Lovewell Blake's Office, Soath quay, 
Great Yarmouth 

Hickxinsotsam Water Caries, Walton on Thames 
Feb 25 at 113) 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Hiccs Atragep Caanurs, Wi yuth, Auctioneer Feb 26 
atl The Orown Hotel, mouth 

Hitvam, Joszru G, Moorgate a Company, Promoter Feb 
26 at 2.3) sankruptcy bags. Carey st 

Sor, Tuomas, Mountain Ash, Glam. Carpenter Feb 25 
ati2 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Lewes, Davin, Old Broad st Feb 25 at 2.30 Bankruptey 
bidgs, Carey st 

Maas, Evcensz Jzay, Gt Yarmou'h, Hotel Manager Feb 
25 at 230 Ster Motel, Ha!l quay, Gt Yarmo: armouth 

a Maziz Heguwiye, Bor “wa High at Feb 25 at 12 

per, Derby, Butcher Feb 25 at 2.80 
by 


kruptcy blogs, Corey st 

me. Jou, 
Off Rec 47, Pail’ st, Der 

Muyver, Leorotp, Gardens sq Feb 26 at 
Bankraptey bldga, Jarey st 

Mornis, Geonae, Secocbers, Bricklayer March 4 at 10 
Off Rec 42, 8¢ Jono’s hiil, orn te 

Myens, Micnet Davin, mer-mith, Tailor Feb 23 at 
12 Bankraptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Noxzrumore, Joux Hexay, Plymoath Butcher F b 25 at 
1l 6, Atheneum ter, Piym uth 

O’Doswe.., Micnuae., Boltoa, Poultry Salesman Feb 26 
atll 19 exchange st st, Bolton 


Pace, Wii.14aM Bewase, Dronfield, Derby, Manufac- 
turers’ Ageat Feb 25 at 830 Off Rec, 47, Full at, 


Parraivan, Jou, Chesterfield, Builder Feb 25 at 2 
ngel Hotel, Chesterfield 

Psansox, Bovanr. Bramley, Leeds, Fried Fish Dealer 

> Feb 2% mu Of =. 22, Park row, Le. ds ub 
EAGoON, ILLIAM, Bank, 4 Ber 

Feb dbatit off Reo, oa, Webvechameten st, Dudle 
Bic " us, Faro, ton upon Hull, Builder Feb 26 “ u 
ff hee. Trinity Hull 
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ure Dealer 
scam | SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,000,000. PAID-UP, £100,000. 
field, Com- 
Feb 15 
Manchester, Reserve Fund (as at December 31, 1901), £120,000. 
Fish Dealer ~ 

Leicestar C ; TRUSTEES. 
y, Farmer i. perce west 
‘ks, Tailor P zuomAs BATS Caan ioe -Onatamax, 1901-2002. 
» = oar eT 
et Feb 14 FREDERICK H Txksom, Eeq 
' Brightoa ee ae 

Sin JOSEPH SEBAG MONTEFIORE. 
CHA . 

gham Pet FP. BR. M. PHIL 

Merchant WILCLaM WILLIAMS, Rov. 
d Pet Feb GENERAL MANAGER ano SECRETARY. 
Aeshrough THOMAS R. RONALD. 
d in the eS a R. 
Pet Dec 18 ASSISTANT SECRETARY. 
Stn tes WAIAER 8. BATES. 


‘ton New 


we | GUARANTEE | roeuty cuaranrees. 


Feb 25 at3 Policies are issued Guaranteeing the Fidelity of Managers, Secretaries, Clerks, Cashiers, 
Collecters, &c. Receivers’, Liquidators’, Trustees’, Administrators’, and Lunacy Committees’ 
Insurance Bonds granted on advantageous terms. 


st, Canter- | 

bas | MORTCACE INSURANGE. 

Clerk Feb.” | The rates are moderate and vary according to the security offered. Loans on Reversions 
A N f) and Life Interests guaranteed. 

at 12 Off 

ee | DEBENTURE INSURANCE. 

‘dwin ast, 

The guarantee of whole issues of Debentures is undertaken. 

The Advantages of such Insurances are 








$ at 11.3) 


er Feb 28 | (lL) The Debentures, being qemeatesd by this Society, can be placed at par, thus 
o, Journa- saving discount. 
mn Bridge (2) A lower y= of interest is willingly accepted. 

Feb 26 at (3) The Society acting as Trustee for the Debenture Holders also adds to the Security. 
jie | LICENSE INSURANCE. 
nd 
Fob 95 Depreciation of Property in consequence of Loss of License insured against. The costs 
ath mat. of Appeals against forfeiture of, or refusal to renew, Licenses, are borne by the Society. 


a | CONTINGENCY INSURANGE. 


r Seb 26 
(Re Defects in Title, Lost Documents, Marriage, Re-marriage and Issue, Risks, &c.) 








oter Feb 

fay 1] the Society is prepared to act ss Trustee under WILLS, MARRIAGE 
ea | SETTLEMENTS, é., a o TRUSTEE FOR DEBENTURE 
ae ’ | HOLDERS. 


ath 
b 25 at 12 


sat a | SINKING FUND AND LEASEHOLD REDEMPTION POLICIES. 


} 26 at 


des | DEBENTURES yielding from 4 to 43 «.. Net 


Fb 25 af | in sound Commercial Companies guaranteed both as to Principal and Interest by the LAW 
GUARANTEE AND TRUST SJCIETY, Lixucrep, are off for subscription. Particulars 
| Feb 26 of such Securities will be sent on application. 

















Manufac- 
» Fall at, 


25 at 2 
ih Dealer 


shinonger 
udley 


ob 26 at 11 


Head Office: 49, Chancery Lane, London, W.O0. 
Gity Office : 56, Moorgate Street, E.C. 


BRANCH OFFICES AT :—BIRMINGHAM, DUBLIN, EDINBURGH, GLASGOW, HUDDERSFIELD, LEEDS, LIVERPOOL, MANCHESTER, 
AND NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. 
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Bosrsrs, Avraep Fowrs, Soham, Plumber Feb 25 at 12 
r Off Pee 1. —_e Leicester 
088, *LFRED. Pento ville +d, Nlerken Builder Feb 28 
at12 Bankruotey bidgs, Carey st nes ‘ 
Suavesaty Mana, CLiangwa. Pembrok I 
Vicvual'er _ = 
broke Dock 


Ree 48 “astie at, Canterbury 
Summers. Wittiam Bicsanp Gakin, nr Milford eee, 
Master M- 


Pembrok> 
6yxes, Wewey Cuanies Koaresborough, Tailor Feb ov at 


|| a ELECTRIC LIGHTING, 
and WATER SUPPLY. 


Tiree purposes provided for at One Minimum Cost. 
Experienced Engineers sent to Survey at Mansions, Estates, and Villages. 


MERRYWEATHERS’ PORTABLE FIRE APPARATUS 
FOR INDOOR PROTECTION. 


‘London Brigade”’ Hand Fire Pump - 
(With which one person can attack a fire unaided, and by whic three-fourths of 
the fires in London are put out every year.) 


1.39 Off R-c, The Red House Duncombe pl, York 
Tromrsox, ‘trnep, Knaresborough Feb 27 at1 Off Rec, 
The Red Houre, Duncombe pl. York 


Vax pez Werpe Hevnry, Regent st, Photographer Feb | 


2 atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey at 
Wrtisteap. Gzonce Joux. Southsea, Watchmaker Feh 
2%at3 Off Rec “ambridge junc, Hich st, Portemou'h 
Werseeett Ricnarp Rortrsox, Hettoa le Holme, 
' urham. Builder Feb 25 at 8 Off Rec, 25, John s*, 


WistTes Hever Briann, Addle st Feb 27 at2.30 Bank- 
ruvter b des. “eray at 

Waicut. Georct Samvet Dalston Junction, Merchant 
Feb 26at230 Bankruptcy b dgs. Carey :t 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
SoxriciTors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made dircct to 


the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE: 

; by post, £1 8s. 
WEEKLY REPORTER, £1 6s. ; by post, £1 8s. 
SoxniciTors’ JOURNAL and WEEKLY 
REPORTER, £2 12s8., post-/ree. 

Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 2s. 9d. ; 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 


Soricrrors’ JOURNAL, £1 6s. ; 


half 





HILL’S 





Qnarent Bi 
ames —--47-- 
ee THE PIPE, 
iILL’S 
BADMINTON ‘caTania) MIXTURE 
PERFECTION. 
saojgtne. oat hermcenven 
_ @¢ Se « 48. » FB. wy 
é poe 3 Hill's f 
Bapsunron Mixture Croanerres. 


Feb 28 at 2.30 Temperance Hall, Pem- 
Guage. Arerurx, Folkes one, Fisherman March 6 at 9 | 














MERRYWEATH ERS’ 


COMBINATION OF 


il I... FIRE PROTECTION, 


Feb 28 at 245 Temperance Hall, | 


APPARATUS FOR 





«‘Chute’’ Fire Escapes, from 
Hydrant Sysiems, from - 


SPECIAL SPRINKLERS 





Pressure Augmentors for Bigh Buildings where water 
service is at low pressure. 

FOR LiftT 

Write for Pamphlets, post-free. 


MERRYWEATHERS’, 63, Long Acre, W.C., LONDON, 


£5 5 0 


£5 0 0 
£30 0 0 


SHAFTS. 











(j= RAL REVERSIONARY AND | 
INVESTMENT COMPANY, LIMITED, 
2% PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
(Removep From 6 WHITEHALL.) 
Established 1836, and further empowered } A Rye Act of 
Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 1 
Share and Debenture Capital 


Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans on 
Reversions made either at annual interest or Pate pw ade 
P Purchased. 


charges. ies 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited 
LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. OAPITAL, £500,000. 


Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 


No. 


- £619,870. 





10, 


C. H. CLA * Joint 
FP. H. CLAYTON. | Secretaries. 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 
Cuaremas : 
Sirs HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Bazr., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, a E.C. 





FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 


FALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 


PRINTERS, = mene 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


Pagtiawertasy Bitts, Misvtes oy Evipssce, Boos or 
Eureeesce, S1aTemests Ov Cian, Axswens, &c., 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 


NEWSPAPERS, 
4nd sil General and Commercial Werk. 


Every description of Printing 





tnaters uf 7HE SOLICITORS JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPORTES, 





} WORWICH STREET, PETER LANE, LOKDUM, £.C. | 


|Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs, 
PLAS-YN-DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merionethshire, 
Wales. 


For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Glasses only. 
Shooting—19,000 acres. Fishing—9 miles Salmon, 
27 miles Trout. 
References— 
Dr. Guo. Savace, 8, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
uare, London. 
Dr. 2. Faso. 84, Cavendish-square, London, 
For Prospectus, Terms, &c., apply t> 
Or. WALKER, J.P., 
Dinas Mawddwy. 





Treatment or INEBRIETY. 
ODALRYMPLE HOME, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, ent the Act and privately. 


For Terms, &c. y to 
ae HOGG, M.RO.8., &., 
Medical Superintendent. 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOUBNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME VOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant : nogen? SEVESTRE, M.A. 
M.D. ee scee rte i Saietie Assoc. Soe. 
8tud years’ 

erences. Fos tems und gaoeaa 
apply Miss A Medina na or the Principal. 





THE INEBRIATES ACTS. 1879-00, & PRIVATELY. 


| BUATINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 


BUNTINGFORO, HERTS. 
UNDER ENTIRELY NEW MANAGEMENT, 
the Treatment and Care of Gentlemen suffering from 
mt sot eskebone of spowlry } ag A employment and 
recreations : am gear , cricket, 
a ae Nine acres of Grounds. Bicstrio 
Terme 14 to % Guiseas weekly. No Extcas. § 
Apply to Resipest Mepicat Suresintenpert. 





LO cages Pa SOCIETY'S GARDENS, | 
Regent's Park, are OPEN DAILY (except | Gunter 


from 9 am. uotil suoset, Admission Is M 
hildren aiw ss 6d ‘Am vogths recent additions ia a B scky 
Mountaia Goat in full wiater dress. 





tendent. 


(aglaw ida > 


% 
Fa 


fecmah 2 ab) DORI 


Piatt. 


DENS, 
undsys), 
lays, 

a Bxcky @ 


nites denne: 








